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इस भाग में भिन्न पृष्ट सं . या दी जाती है जिससे कि यह अलग संकलन के रूप में रखा जा सके । 
Separato paging is given to this part in order that it may be filed as a separate compilation . 


I II . 5 3 - Tous ( ii ) 

PART II - Section 3 - Sub -section (1 ) 
( रक्षा मंत्रालय को छोड़कर ) भारत सरकार के मंत्रालयों और ( संघ क्षेत्र प्रशासन को छोड़कर ) 

काद्रीय प्राधिकरणों द्वारा जारी किये गए विधिक आवेश और अधिसूचनाएं । 
Statutory orders and notifications issued by the Ministries of the Government of ladla 
( other than the Ministry of Defence) and by Central Authorities (other than the 

Administration of Union Territories ). 


MINISTRY OF TOURISM AND CIVIL AVIATION the Schedule to this order , the authority specified in 

column 2 shall be the Appointing Authority and tha 
New Delhi, the 21st July 1972 

authority specifed in column 3 shall be the Disciplinary 
8 .0 , 2396 .. - In exercise of the powers conferred by 

Authority in regard to the penalties specifed in 

column 4 ; and 
sub - rule ( 2 ) of rule 9 , clause ( b ) of sub - rule ( 2 ) of 
rule 12 and sub - rule ( 1 ) of rule 24 of the Central 
Civil Services ( Classification , Control and Appeal) 

( 2 ) in respect of the posts in the General Central 
Rules , 1965 and in partial modification of the notif 

Service , Class III and the General Central Service . 
cation of the Government of India , Ministry of Com 

Class IV , specified in column 1 of Parts II and II 
munications No. SRO 631- B dated the 28th February , 

of the said Schedule , the authority specified in column 
1957 in so far as it relates to the Civil Aviation De 

2 shall be the Appointing Authority and the authori 
partment, the President hereby directs that , 

ties specified in columns 3 and 5 shall be the Discipli 
( 1) in respect of the posts in the General Central nary Authority and the Appellate Authority respec 
Service Class II , specified in column 1 of Part 1 of tively in regard to the penalties specified in column 4 

SCHEDULE 
PART I – General Central Service, Class II 


Description of post 


Appointing Authority 


Authority competent 10 imrose fcreltiis 
and penalties which it may impose (with 
reference to item numbers in rue 11) 


Authority 


Penalties 


3 


Civil Aviation Department 
All Posts . . . 


. 


. 


Director General of Civil Aviation 


Director General of 
Civil Aviation . 


All 
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RE 


PART Il - General Central Service , Class III 


Authority competent to impose por altios 3rd 
ponaltias which it may imposo ( with rotorerçc 
to itom numbers in rulo II ) 

- - - - 
Authority 

Ponaltics 


Dascription of Post 


Appointirs Authority 


Appellate Authorjiy 


Olvil Aviation Doparemont 
( Headquartors Ofice ) 
All posts 


Director of Administre - Diroctor of Administre - All 
tion 

tion 


Director Gon ajal of Civil 

Aviation . 


Al Rouros & Aorodroma Orga 
nisation 
All posts 


Director of Administra 

tion . 


Dircator of Admipjgtie- All 

tion 


Pirootor Goneral of Civil 

Aviation , 


Apronautical 

Organisation 


Communication 


Director, Redio Cons. All 
Struction & Dovelopment 

Unite . 


Director General of Civil 

Aviation 


Paintor ; Wiroleo8 Mechanic ; Director , Rodio Con - 

Crystal Machanic ; Inga struation & Dayclop - 
trumont Mechanic ; Tool meut Unito . 
Mechanic ; Eloctrician : 
Pittor ; Turnor ; Waldor ; 
Blacksmith and Tinsmith , 


Other posts 


Director of Adminibire- Director of Administre. All 
tlon 

tion 
Controller concernod (i) to iv ) 


Director Goneral of Clvil 

Aviation 
Director of Administra 

tion , 


Aeronautical Inspection Organi 
sation . Including Overhaul 
Undo/ Oalibration Unit 
All posts 


Director of Administra - )) iroctor of Administra - All 
tion 

tion . 
Controllor of Aorovauti- (1) 10 (iv) 

cal Inspection con 
cornod . 


Director General of Civil 

Aviation , 
Director of Administra 


tion . 


Oloil Aviation Training Centre 

All Posts 


Aviation . 


Director of Administra - Diroctor of Administra All 
tion 

tion 
Principal, Civil Aviation (i) to (iv ) 

Training Contro . 


Dirogtor General of Civil 
Director of Administra 

tion . 


Gliding Contra 
All ponte 


Director Gonoral of Clvir 

Aviation , 
Director of Administra 


Director of Administra - Director of Administra - All 
ion 

tion 
Controller Aerodromes (i) to (iv ) 
or Controllor of Agro 
nautical Inspection con 
cornad . 


tion . 


Omtral examination Organisation 

All posta 


Director of Administra - Diroctor of Administra - All 
tlon 

tion 
Deputy Director, Central (1) to (iv ) 

Examination Organisa 
tion . 


Director General of Civi 

Aviation . 
Director of Administre 

tion . 


Dir motor Aircraft Inspection , 
Kanpur . 

All posts 


Director 


Director of Administra- Director of Adminlatı. - All 
tion 

tion 
Director, Afroraft Ins - (1) to ( lv ) 

pection 


Director Gororal o : Closi 

Avlation , 
Director General of Civil 

Avlation . 


đc. 3 ( H ) 
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PART III.- General Central Servicas , Claus IV 


Authority compotent to imposo penaltios 
and panallios which it may imposo (with rc 

foronce 10 item numbers in rule 11 ) 


Dasaription of Post 


Appointing Authority 


Applelate 


Authority 


Authority 


Ponelitias 


3 


Piroctor of Administra 

tion , 


Controllor of Aerodromes 


Controllor of Aarodrmri 


Clotl Aviation Departmmi 
(Headquarter : Ofroo ) 
All posts 

Assistant Diroctor ot Assistant Director of All 
Administration 

Administration 
Air Routos & Asrodromu Orga 

nisation Office of thoControllor 
of Aorodromos and Aarodrme 
Offiods in Oharge of Non 
gabaited Officers . 
All posts 

Senior AurodromoOffoor Sonior Aorodromo Offioor All 
Aerodrome Office in Oharge of 
Gastrod Oficor 
All posts 

Senior Aarodrome or Senior Aerodrome of All 
Aerodromcor Assistant Aerodroma or Assistant 

Acrodromo Officor or Aerodromo Officer or 
Assistant Communication Assistant Communication 
Officer or Assistant Officer or Assistant 
Technical Officer con Techinical Offioor con 
cernad 

cerned 
Office of the Electrical and 
Mochanical Officer 
Al posts . " , . , Electrical and Mechanical Electrical and Mechanical 

Officer 

Offlor 
Agronautical Communication Or 

ganisation . Office of the Con 
trollor of Communication and 
Communication Station - In 
Charge of Non -garettad officer 
All posts . . . . Senior Communication Senior Communicationi 

officer or Senior Tech - Officer or Senjor Tech 
nical Oncer . 

nical Officer. 
Office of the Controllor of Can 

tral Radio Storos Depot 
All posts 

. , Senior Communication Senior Conimunication 
Officer 

O Micer 
Radio Construction and Develop 

mone Units 
All posto . . . . Senior Technical Officer Senior Technical Officer 


All 


Controller of Aerodromos . 


All 


Controller of Communi 

cation , 


AN 


Controller ofCentral Radio 

Storco Depot . 


A11 


Director , Radio Construc 

tion and Development 
Unit . 


Communication Stations- in - Charge 

of Garotted Officers. 
All posts , , . Officer -in - Charge 


Oficer - in - Charge 


All 


Controller of Communi 

cations concerned . 


AU 


Controller of Aeronautin 

cal Inspection . 


All 


Aeronautical Inspection Or 

ganisation including Ovorhaull 
Calibration Units 
All posto . 

. . Senior Aircraft Inspector Senior Aircraft Inopoctor 
Other Sub - Adronautical Inspec 

tion Ojices under the charge of 
Sonior Arcraft Inspector or 
an Aircraft Inspector 
All posts . . . . Senior Aircraft Iaspector Schior Airar eft Iospoator 

or Aircraft Inspector Or Aircraft Inspector 
Cloil Aviation Training Centre 
All posts . . . . Instructor- in - Charge, Instructor - JQ - Charge, 

A . T . $ . 

A . T . S . 
Guding Cmtro 
All posts . . . . Controller of Aeronauti Controller of Aeronauri 

cal (aspection or Con - cal Inspection of Con 
troller of Aerodromes troller of Aerodromo 
concerned . 

concerned 
Instructor in - Charge 


Controller of Acronautical 

Inspection conctrncd . 


ΑΙΙ 


Principal, Civil Aviation 

Training Centre, 
Director ofAdminjatration , 


(nto (fo ) 


Controller of Aerodromet 
or Controller of Aero 
nuntial Inspection con 
cerned . 
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I 


All 


Director of Administra 

tion , 


Central Examination Organisation 
All posts . . . . Deputy Director , Central Deputy Director , Central 

Examination Organise Examination Organisa 

tion , 
Director of Aircraft Inspection , 
Kanpur 
All posts . . . . Senior Scientific Officer Senior Scientific Officer 


tion. 


All 


Director Aircraft In 
spection , 


NOTE : - In casc an employee specified in column i of this Schedule has been appointed prior to the publication of this notification 

in the offic al gizette by an authority higher in rankto the authority spccified in column 2 , then 10 penally specified in caluses 
( v ) to ( ix ) of rule II of the Central Civil Services (Classification , Control and Appeal) Rules , 1965 shall be imposed upon that 
employee by any authority subordinate to the first mentioned authority , 

[ No. C -11021 / 1/ 72-VE.] 

____ T . ARUMUGHAM, Dy. Secy. 
पर्यटन और नागर विमानन मत्रालय 

के संबंध में , कालम 2 में विनिर्दिष्ट प्राधिकारी 

नियुक्ति प्राधिकारी होगा तथा फालम 3 4 5 में 
नई दिल्ली , 21 जुलाई, 1972 , 

विनिर्दिष्ट प्राधिकारी कालम 4 में विनिर्दिष्ट 
का० प्रा० 2395 .-- - केन्द्रीय सिविल सेवा ( वर्गीकरण , 

शास्तियों के संबंध में क्रमशः अनुशासनिक प्राधि 
नियंत्रण तथा अपील ) नियम , 1965 के नियम 9 के उप -नियम 

कारी तथा प्रपोली प्राधिकारी होंगे । 
( 2) , नियम 12 के उप-नियम ( 2 ) के खण्ड ( ख ) तथा नियम 

अनुसूची 
24 के उप -नियम ( 1 ) द्वारा प्रदत्त शक्तियों का प्रयोग करते 
हए तथा भारत सरकार के संचार मन्त्रालय की अधिसूचना 

भाग I -- सामान्म केन्द्रीय सेवा, श्रेणी - II 
संख्या का० नि० प्रा० 63 1 - ख , दिनांक 28 - 2 -- 1957 में , 
जहां तक कि इसका नागर विमानन विभाग से संबंध है, प्रांशिक 

पद का विवरण नियुक्ति प्राधिकारी शास्ति पारोपित करने 
उपांतरण करते हुए , राष्ट्रपति एतद्द्वारा निदेश करते हैं कि - 

के लिए सक्षम प्राधिकारी 

तथा उसके द्वारा प्रारोपित 
( 1 ) इस आदेश की अनुसूची के भाग 1 के कालम 1 
में विनिदिष्ट सामान्य केन्द्रीय सेवा श्रेणी II के 

की जाने वाली शास्तियां 
पदों के संबंध में , कालम 2 में विनिर्दिष्ट प्राधिकारी 

(नियम 11 के अंतर्गत 
नियुक्ति प्राधिकारी होगा तथा कालम 

मद सख्यामों के सम्दर्भ में ) 
3 में विनिर्दिष्ट प्राधिकारी कालम 4 में विनिदिष्ट 
शास्तियों के संबंध में अनुशासनिक प्राधिकारी 

प्राधिकारी शास्तियाँ 
होगा ; और 

नागर विमानन विभाग 
( 2 ) उक्त अनुसूची के भाग II व भाग III के कालम 

सभी पर नागर विमानन महानिदेशक नागर विमानन सभी 
1 में विनिर्दिष्ट सामान्य केन्द्रीय सेवा श्रेणी III 
तथा सामान्य केन्द्रीय सेवा श्रेणी IV के पदों 

महानिदेशक 


- - - - 


- - - - - - 


- - - ---- - - - - 


- - 


- - - - - - - -- 


भाग II - सामान्य केन्द्रीय सेवा श्रेणी ifi 


पद का विवरण 


नियुक्ति प्राधिकारी 


शस्ति पारोपित करने के लिये सक्षम अपीली प्राधिकारी 
प्राधिकारी तथा उसके द्वारा पारोपित 
की जाने वाली शास्तियां (नियम II के 
अंतर्गत . मद संख्याओं के सन्दर्भ में ) 


प्राधिकारी 


शस्तियो 


( 1) 


( 5 ) 


मागर विमानन विभाग 

( मुख्यालय ) 
सभी पद 


निदेशक , प्रशासन 


निदेशक , प्रशासन 


सभी 


नागर विमानन महानिदेशक 
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- - 


- - 


- 


- 


( 1 ) 


( 2 ) 


_ 


(3) 


(4) 


(5) 


हवाई मार्ग तथा विमानक्षेत्र संगठन 
सभी पद निदेशक, प्रशासन निदेशक , प्रशासन 

ममी नागर विमानन महानिदेशक 
वैमानिक संचार संगठन 
पेन्टर ; बेतार मैकेनिक ; निदेशक, रेडियो निर्माण निदेशक, रेडियो निर्माण मभी नागर विमानन महानिदेशक 
क्रिस्टल मैकेनिक ; उप तथा विकास यूनिट तथा विकास युनिट 
करण मैकेनिक ; औजार 
मैकेनिक ; बिजली मिस्त्री ; 
फिटर ; टर्नर ; बेल्डर ; 
लुहार तथा टीनकार 
अन्य पद 

निदेशक , प्रशासन निदेशक , प्रशासन 

मभी नागरविमानन महानिदेशक 
मंबंधित नियंबक 

(i ) में ( iv ) निदेशक , प्रशासन 
प्रोवरहॉल यूनिट / शोधन यूनिट 

महित वैमानिक निरीक्षण संगठन 
सभी पद निदेशक , प्रशासन निदेशक, प्रशासन 

सभी नागर विमानन महानिदेशक 

संबंधित वैमानिक निरीक्षण (i) से ( iv ) निदेशक , प्रशासन 
नागर विमामन प्रशिक्षण केन्द्र 

नियंत्रक 
सभी पद निदेशक , प्रशासन निदेशक , प्रशासन 

सभी नागर विमानन महानिदेशक 
प्रधानाचार्य , नागर विमानन ( i ) से ( iv ) निदेशक, प्रशासन 

प्रशिक्षण केन्द्र 
ग्लाइरिंग केन्द्र 
सभी पद 

निदेशक , प्रशासन निदेशक , प्रशासन 

नागर विमानन महानिदेशक 
संबंधित विमानक्षेत्र नियंत्रक (G ) से (iv ) निदेशक , प्रशासन 

वैमानिक निरीक्षण नियंत्रक 
केन्द्रीय परीक्षा संगठन 
सभी पद 

निवेशक , प्रशासन निदेशक , प्रशासन 

नागर विमानन महानिदेशक 
उप -निदेशक , केन्द्रीय ( i ) मे ( iv ) निदेशक , प्रशासन 

परीक्षा संगठन 
निदेशक, विमान निरीक्षण , कानपुर 
सभी पद निदेशक , प्रशासन निदेशक प्रशासन 

नागर विमानन महानिदेशक 

निदेशक, विमान निरीक्षण (i ) से (iv ) नागर विमानन महानिदेशक 
- - - - - - - - - - - 

भाग III - सामान्य केन्द्रीय सेवा, श्रेणी IV 


सभी 


सभी 


मभी 


पद का विवरण 


नियुक्ति प्राधिकारी 


थास्ति पारोपित करने के लिए सक्षम अपीली प्राधिकारी 
प्राधिकारी तथा उसके द्वारा आरोपित की 
जाम वाली शास्तियां (नियम 11 के अन्तर्गत 
मद सख्यामों के सन्दर्भ में ) 

- 
प्राधिकारी 

शास्तिमा 
__ ( 3) 


- 


- - - - - - - --- - - - - 


N 


( 1 ) 
नागर विमानन विभाग 

(मुख्यालय ) 
सभी पद 


सहायक निदेशक , प्रशासन सहायक निदेशक , प्रशासन सभी 


निदेशक , प्रशासन 
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( 2 ) 


( 3 ) 


- 


- 


- 


- 


विमानक्षेत्र नियंत्रक 


विमानक्षेत्र नियंत्रक 


हवाई मार्ग तथा विमानक्षेत्र 
संगठन , विमानक्षेत्र नियंत्रक का 
कार्यालय तथा अराजपत्रित 
अधिकारियों के कार्यभारी 
विमानक्षेत्र कार्यालय 
मभी पद 

प्रवर विमानक्षेत्र अधिकारी प्रवर विमानक्षत्र अधिकारी मभी 
राजपत्रित अधिकारियों के 
कार्यभारी विमानक्षेत्र कार्यालय 

संबंधित प्रवर विमानक्षेत्र संबंधित प्रवर विमानक्षेत्र सभी 

या विमानक्षेत्र या सहायक या विमान क्षेत्र 
विमानक्षेत्र अधिकारी या या सहायक विमानक्षेत्र 
या सहायक संचार अधिकारी अधिकारी या सहायक 
या सहायक तकनीकी अधि - संपार अधिकारी या सहायक 
कारी 

तकनीकी अधिकारी 
वैद्यत तथा यांत्रिक अधिकारी का 
कार्यालय 
सभी पद 

वैद्युत तथा यांत्रिक अधिकारी वैधुत तथा यांत्रिक अधिकारी ममी 
वैमानिक संचार संगठन , संचार 
नियंत्रक, का कार्यालय तथा अराज 
पखित अधिकारियों के कार्यभारी 
संचार स्टेशन 
सभी पद 

प्रवर संचार अधिकारी या प्रवर संचार अधिकारी या सभी 

प्रवर तकनीकी अधिकारी वर तकनीकी अधिकारी 
केन्द्रीय रेडियो स्टोर डिपो के 
नियंत्रक का कार्यालय 
सभी पद 

प्रवर संचार अधिकारी प्रपर सवार अधिकारी सभी 


विमानक्षेत्र नियंत्रक 


मधार नियवक 


केन्द्रीय रेडियो स्टोर सिपो 
के नियंत्रक 


रेडियो निर्माण तथा विकाम युनिट 
समी पद 

प्रवर तकनोको अधिकारी प्रवर तकनीकी अधिकारी 


सभी 


रेडियो निर्माण तथा विकास 
यूनिटों के निदेशक 


समी 


संबंधित संचार नियंत्रक 


सभी 


वैमानिक निरीक्षण नियंत्रक 


राजपत्रित अधिकारियों के 
कार्यभारी संचार स्टेशन 
सभी पद 

कार्यभारी अधिकारी कार्यमारी अधिकारी 
प्रोवरहॉल/ शोधन यूनिटों सहित 
वैमानिक निरीक्षण संगठन 
सभी पद 

प्रवर विमान निरीक्षक प्रवर विमान निरीक्षक 
प्रवर विमान निरीक्षक या विमान 
निरीक्षक के कार्यमार के अन्तर्गत 
अन्य उप-वैमानिक निरोषण 
काय लिय 
समी पद 

प्रवर विमान निरीक्षक या प्रवर विमान निरीक्षक या सभी 
विमान निरीक्षक 

विमान निरीक्षक 


संबंधित वैमानिक निरीक्षण 
निर्यसक 
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( 3) 


( 4) 


( 5 ) 


नागर विमानन प्रशिक्षण केन्द्र 
सभी पद 

विमान यातायात सेवाओं के विमान यातायात सेवानों सभी प्रधानाचार्य , नागर विमानन 
कार्यभारी प्रशिक्षक के कार्यभारी प्रशिक्षक 

प्रशिक्षण केन्द्र 
ग्लारिंग केन्द्र 
सभी पद 

संबंधित वैमानिक निरीक्षण मंबंधित वैमानिक निरीक्षण सभी निवेशफ , प्रशासन 
के नियंत्रक या विमानक्षेत्र के नियंत्रक या विमानक्षेत्र (i ) से (iv ) संबंधित विमानक्षेत्र नियंत्रक 
नियंत्रक नियंत्रक 

या विमानिक निरीक्षण 
कार्यमारी प्रशिक्षक 

नियंतक 


केन्द्रीय परीक्षा संगठन 
सभी पद 


सभी 


निवेशक , प्रशासन 


उप -निदेशक, केन्द्रीय परीक्षा उप -निदेशक , केन्द्रीय 
संगठन 

परीक्षा संगठन 


भिवेशक, विमान निरीक्षण, 
कानपुर 
सभी पद 


प्रवर वैज्ञानिक अधिकारी 


प्रवर वैज्ञानिक अधिकारी 


सभी 


निदेशक, विमान निरीक्षण 


टिप्पणी . - यदि इस अनुसूची के कालम 1 में विनिर्दिष्ट कोई कर्मचारी इस अधिसूचना के सरकारी राजपत्र में प्रकाशन से पहले किसी 

ऐसे प्राधिकारी द्वारा नियुक्त किया गया हो जो कालम 2 में विनिर्दिष्ट प्राधिकारी से पद में उच्चतर है, तो उस कर्मचारी पर 
केन्द्रीय सिविल सेवा ( वर्गीकरण , नियंत्रण तथा अपील ) नियम 1985 के नियम 11 के खण्ड ( V ) से 
कोई भी शास्ति पूर्व निर्दिष्ट प्राधिकारी से निम्नतर पद के किसी भी प्राधिकारी द्वारा आरोपित नहीं की जाएगी । 

[सं० फा० सी - 11021/ 1/72-पी०ई० ] 

___ टी० पास्मुगम , उप सचिव । 


- 


- 


MINISTRY OF INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT 


( Indian Standards Institution ) 
New Delhi, the 22nd February 19: : 


S . O . 1396 . - In pursuance of sub - regulation ( 1 ) of Regulation 5 of the Indian Standards Institution (Certification Marks 
Regulations 1953, the Indian Standards Institution herebynotifies that the Indian Standards, particulars ofwhich arementioned in the 
Schedule given hercafter , have been cancelled : 


THB SCHEDULE 


sl. 


No . 


No, and Title of the 
Indian Standard Cancelled 


No, and Date of Gazette Notification in which Establishment 

of the Indian Standard was Notified 


I. Is : 76 -1950 Specification for lineeed oil , refin - S. R. 0 . 658 dated 26 March 1955 , published in the Gazette of India , Pest II , 
___ ed, for paints 

Section 3 , dated 26 Merch , 1953 , 


2 . IS : 558 - 1954 Specification for linseed oil, S. R . O . 829 dated 11 April 1955 , published in the Gazete of India , Part II, 
pharmaceutical. 

Section 3 , dated 16 April 1955. 
3 . IS 1 34748 - 1966 Specification for solvent- . 0 . 2011 dated 23 September 1966 . published in the Gazette of India, Part II, 
extracted linsoed oil . 

Section 3 , Sub - section (ii), dated 8 October , 1966 . 


( No . CMD 13 :71 
B . S . KRISHNAMECHAR , 

Deputy Director General. 
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प्रौद्योगिक विकास तथा कम्पनी मामलों का मंत्रालय 

( भारतीय मानक संस्था ) 

नई दिल्ली , 22 फरवरी, 1968 
एस० मो० 2396. --- समय समय पर संशोधित भारतीय मानक संस्था ( प्रमाणन चिह्न ) विनियम 1955 के विनियम 5 के उपविनियम 
( 1 ) के अनुसार भारतीय मानक संस्था द्वारा अधिसूचित किया जाता है कि नीचे अनुसूची में जिन भारतीय मानकों के व्यौरे दिये गये हैं , 
रह कर दिये गये हैं : 

अनुसूची 


क्रम संख्या रद्द किये गये भारतीय मानक का पदनाम तथा शीर्षक भारत के राजपत्र की आ संख्या और दिनांक जिसमें भारतीय 

मानक के निर्धारण की सूचना प्रकाशित हुई थी 


, IS : 76- - 1950 रंग रोगन के लिए परिष्कृत अलसी के भारत के राजपत्र भाग II खण्ड 3, दिनांक 26 मार्च , 1955 में प्रकाशित 
तेल की विशिष्टि 

एस० प्रार० ओ० 658, दिनांक 26 मार्च, 1955 
___ IS : 558 - - 1954 औषधीय अलसी के तेल की भारत के राजपत्र भाग II खण्ड 3, दिनांक 16 अप्रैल, 1955 में प्रकाशित 
विशिष्टि 

एस० पार० प्रो० 829, दिनांक 11 अप्रैल , 1955 
3. IS : 34745- - 1966 घोलकों द्वारा निकाले गये अलसी भारत के राजपत्र भाग II खण्ड 3, उपखण्ड ( 2 ), दिनांक 8 अक्टूबर, 1966 
के तेल की विशिष्टि 

में प्रकाशित एस० प्रो० 3011 , दिनांक 23 सितम्बर, 1966 


+ 


[ सं० सी एम डी / 13 : 7.] 
बी० एस० कृष्णामाचार , 

उपमहानिशदेशफ । 


( Department of Industrial Development) 

( Indian Standards Institution ) 

New Delhi, the Ist July , 1969 
8 . 0 . 3397. - In pursuance of sub - regulations (2 ) and (3 ) of recularion 3 of the Indian Standards (valitut ( 0 (Certif cein 
Marks ) Regulations, 1955, as amended from time to time, the Indian Standards Institution hereby notifies that the Irdisr srerdards 
particulars of which are nientioned in he Schedule given hercafter , have been c3 ablished during the period 1610 30 June 1969 : 


THE SCHEDULB 


- 


- 


- 


Sl. 
No. 


No . and Title of the Indian Standards 

Established 


Brief Particulars 


No. & Title of the Indian Stand 
ard if any, superseded by the ncw 

Indian Standard 


( 2 ) 


- 


1 


I . Is : 28 - 1969 Specification for phosphor IS : 28 - 1958 Specification for This standard covers the requirements of 

bronze ingots and castings ( second revi - phosphor bronze ingots and two grades of phosphor brorze irpots 
sion ) . 

castings (ravisod ). 

and castings designated as PCuSn7 and 

PCu Sn I0. ( Price Rs . 4 .00 ) 
2 . Is : 271 -1969 Grading of white, tossa and Is : 271 -1950 Grading of raw jute This standard covers the grading of wti 
daised in cut Indian jute ( first revision ) . kutcha assortment ), 

TOSSA and DAISEE lute from whi 
the roots have not been cur . ( Pri 

Rs. 3 . 50) . 
3 . IS : 1184 - 1968 Specification for maize Ots : 1184 - 1957 Specification for This stardard prescritos 1 ( 13) ITI ! 0 

starch for use in the cotton textile industry maize starch for use in the cotton maize starch 18 mar yfectii ty the 
( first Trvision ). 

texçile industry . 

sulphitation process for usc in the cotton 
textile Industry as a sizing and finisbi ni 

material ( price Rs. 6 . 00 ). 
4 . IS : 1701 - 1968 Specification for ball valve IS : 1707- 1962 Specification for This etarderd leyg dian Cou ll 11 

(horizontal plunger type ) including float ball valves (horizontal- plunger regarding g zę , material manufacture gid 
for wator supply purposes ( first rounion ), type) incliding floats for water workmanship , we Rht ard testing of 

supply purposes . 

ball velves ( horizontal plunger type) 
including floats for water supply purposes 
( Price Rs. 6 . 00 ) . 


* For purposes of the Indian Standards Institution Certification Marking scheme, IS : 1184 - 1968 and IS : 1703- 1868Fll coms 
< form with effect from 1 July 1969 while IS : 2474 - 1968 with effect from 1 August 1969 . 
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(3 ) 


5 . 


I $ : 24487(Part II ) - 1968 Specification for 

adhesive insulating tapes for electrical 
purposes , 


This standard covers adhesive insulating 
çapes for electrical purposes with Pvc 
substratey to be used for holding, binding 
and insulating in clectrical applications 
(Price Rs. 6 . 501. 


6 . 


Part II tapes with PIC substrates . 
HIS : 2474 - 1963 Srcustication for closurer 

foi druins , 


7 his standard prescribes the requirements 

for closures for drums. The following 

types of closures are covered : 
( a ) 75 - and 100 -mm seperate neck with inner 

Plug and capseal ; 
( b ) ? 2 - and 44 -mm tapered spout with inner 

plug and capseal ; 
( c ) Integralneck with plug and cepscal ; 
(d ) Lever lid , tight fit ; and 
( e ) Screw - on type brass bung and fauce 

(Price Rs. 4 . 00 ) . 
This standard prescribes the sizes and 

tolerances of hot rolled bars for the manu 
facture of threaded components ( Pricc 

Rs. 2 . 00 ). 


7. IS : 2591 - 1969 Specification for hot rolle 

bars for threaded connoleats ( first serision ). 


S : 2591 . 1964 Specificatjon for 
hot rolled bars for threaded com - 
ponents . 


8 


IS : 1808 - 196 Specification for pyrethrum 

emulsifiable concentrates , 


This standard prescribes the requircments 
and the methods of test for pyrethrum 
emulsifiable concentrates containing va 
rious percentages of total pyrculuring 
( Price Rs, 6 . 50 ) . 


This standard recommeds units and symbols 
to be used in refrigeration ( Price Rs. 5 . 50 ). 


O . IS : 4831- 1968 Recomincndation on units 

and symbol, for refrigeration , 
Id , IS : 4878 - 1968 Byelaws for construction 

of cinemabuildings , 


This code deals with the standard provisions 
and requirements for safe and stable 
design , desirable acoustical and visibility 
conditions , methods of construction , and 
gufficiency of materials in structures and 
regulations for maintenance of cquipment 
use and occupancy of places exhibiting 
cinematographic films ( Price Rs. 12 . 50 ) . 


I . IS : 4905 1968 Methods for random gamla 


ing . 


This standard lays down general procedures 
for the selection of items from a lot on 
an objective basis by using random 
Sampling techniques. It also describes 
the methods of calculation of simple 
estimates like mean and proportion of 
defective from the sample data (Price 
Rs. 9 . 00 ) . 
This standard dcals with terme cammonly 
used for various processes of roof coyer 
ings and are covered in seyen scctions 
(Price R . , 7 . 00 ) . 


13 


1920 - 1968 Glossary of terms applicable 

to roof coverings , 


13 . IS : 4928 - 1968 Specification for quick closing 

clack - valve for gentrifugal pump outlet, 


This standard Jays down the requirements 
regarding matcrial, shape and dimensicre, 
construction and tests for quick closing , 
clack - valve for centrifugal pump outlet 
(Price Rs . 3 . 50 ) . 


11. IS : 1919 - 1967 Specification for 2 Amp 

Switches for demestic and similar purposes 


This standard specifies roquirements for 
manually operated 2 - Amp single pole 
one-way switches , such as tumbler , Push 
button and other types for deomestic 
and similar purposes , for incorpo ration 
in cords, lamp-holders or for mounting 
on or in appliances or accessories where 
tappings cannot be taken , suitable 
for use on acor dc circuits at rated 
voltages not exceeding 250 V (Price Rs. 
6 : 50 ) . 


15 . 


This standard prescrites the reavirements 

of grey , scoured or bleached interlock 
knitted cotten vests , 


S : 4965- 1968 Specification for iprer - ( 1) IS : 2755 - 1964 Specification 
luck -knitted cotton voets 

for plain and inter - lock knit - 

tid cotton vests , and 
( li ) IS : 3556 - 1066 Specification 

for plain knited 
Bicoveless cortos Vests , 


(Price Rs . 5 .00 ). 


* For purposes of the Indian Standards Insitutica Certfication Marking Schetne, IS 1184 - 1968 and IS 1703- 1968 shall 
ame into force with effect from 1 July 1969 whilo IS 2474 - 1968 with effect from 1 August 1969 , 
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16 . IS : 4986 - 1968 Code of practice for instal 

lation of rainguage ( non- recording type ) 
and measurement of rajn , 


17 . Is : 4987 -1968 Recommendations for esta 

blishing network of rain gauge stations. 


This standard covers the details regarding 

the installation of raingauge (non - re 
cording type),method ofmeasurement and 
recordingof precipitation 
( Price Rs . 5 . 50) . 
This standard lays down recompendation 
for distribution, density and representa 
tivences of network of raingauge stations 
for reinfall study 

( Price Rs 3 : 50 ) 
The standard covers the requirements 

of Walsham s redressing forceps , right , 
left and stroightenjog. 

( Price Rs . 2 : 50 ) 
This standard specified the requirement 

for lubricating plugs ( rice Rs. 2 . 50 ) , 


18 . IS : 4994 - 1968 Specification for forceps, 

redressing, Walshem s , right , left and 

straig htoning . 
19 . IS : 5019- 1968 Specification for lubricating 

plugs . 
20 . IS : 3053 -1969 Dimensions for rought 

copper and copper alloy rods for fasteners. 


This standard specifies dimensions for 

copper and copper alloy rods for fos 
teners ( both threaded and nonthreaded 
(Price Rs . I . 50) . 


21 . IS : 5063- 1969 Specification for TUR husk . 


This standard prescribes the requirements 
and the methods of sampling and tost for 
TUR husk meant for livestock feeding 
( Price Rs. 1 . 50 ) . 


Thone Indian Standards are available for sale with the Lodian Standards IDstitution , Menak Bhavan , 9 , Bahadur Shah Zafer 
Mars, NEW Delhi - I and aleoita bram ch offices at ( i) 534 Sardar Vallabhbhai Patel Road, Bombay - 7 (ii ) 5 Chowringhee Approach 
Rood Culcutta - 13 (ill 54 Goneral Patters Road , Madras - 2 (iv ) 117 /418 B , Sarvodaya Nagor , Kanpur and ( v ) 3 - 9 - 201/ 2 Chirog Ali 
Lane, Hyderabad - I. 

[ NO. CMD /13 : 20 ] 
( प्रोद्योगिक विकास विभाग ) 


भारतीय मामक संस्था 

नई दिल्ली, 1 जुलाई, 1969 
. ० प्रा० 2397: -- समय समय पर संशोधित भारतीय मानक संस्था ( प्रमाणन चिन्ह ) विनियम 1955 के विदियम 3 के 
उपधिनिया ( 2 ) और ( 3 ) के अनुसार भारतीय मानक संस्था द्वारा अधिसूचित किया जाता है कि नीचे अनुसूची में जिन भारतीय 
मां कों के व्यारे दिए यए हैं , वे 16 से 30 1969 की अवधि में निर्धारित किए गए है : 

अनुसूची 


- 


संक्षिप्त विवरण 


हामक निर्धारित भारतीय मानक की पद संख्या नए भारतीय मानक द्वारा रह हुए भारतीय 
और शीर्षक 

मानक यदि हों , की पद संख्या और शीर्षक 


( 1 ) 


( 2 ) 


( 3 ) 


1. IS : 28 - 1989 फास्फर कास के इंगट IS : 28- - 1958 फास्फर कांसे के इस मानक में फास्फर कांसे के इंगटों और दली 

पोरवली पस्तुत्रों की विशिष्टि ( दूसरा इंगट और दली वस्तुओं की विशिष्ट वस्तुमों के दो ग्रेडों Pcu Sn7 और Pcu Sn 
पुनरीक्षण ) 

( पुनरीक्षित ) 

10 के बारे में अपेक्षाएँ निर्धारित की गई 

हैं । ( मूल्य रु० 4 . 00 ) 
2. IS : 271 --- 1969 सफ़ेद, तोसा और IS : 271 -- 1950 कच्ची पटसन इस मानक में बिना कटी जड़ों वाली सफ़ेद सोसा 

देसी बिना कटी भारतीय पटसन के ग्रेड ( करमे प्रकारों की ) का ग्रेड निर्धारण और देसी पटसन के ग्रेड निर्धारण को लिया 
निर्धारण ( पहला पुनरीक्षण ) 

गया है । 
( मूल्य रु 3. 50 ) 


- 


- 


- 
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3. * IS : 1184 - - 1968 सूती वस्त्रादि *IS 1184 - - 1957 सूती वस्त्रादि इस मानक में सूती वस्त्रादि उद्योग में माड़ लगाने 

उद्योग में उपयोग के लिए मक्के की माड़ उद्योग में उपयोग के लिए मक्के की सपा फिनिश मे की सामग्री के रूप में उपयोग 
पीमि. ष्टि ( पहला पुनरीक्षण ) मारकी विशिष्टि 

किये जाने वाले मक्के के माड़ के विषय में 
अपेक्षाएं निर्धारित की गई है । यह मार 
सल्फाइटीकरण विधि द्वारा तैयार किया 
जाता है । 

( मूल्य रु . 6 . 00 ) 
4. *IS : 1703 - 1988 जल वितरण *IS : 1703 - 1962 जल वितरण इस मानक में जल वितरण में काम पाने वाले 
कार्यो के लिए तैरने वाले गोलों सहित 

तैरने बाले गोलों के साथ गोलीनुमा वाल्बों 
गोलीनुमा वाल्व ( कौतिज प्लंजस्नुमा ) सहित गोलीनुमा वाल्व ( क्षतिज । ( क्षतिज प्लंजरनुमा ) के विषय में साइज । 
की विशिष्टि ( पहला पुनरीक्षण ) प्लंजरनुमा ) की विशिष्टि 

सामग्री , निर्माण और कारीगरी , तोल पौर 
परीक्षण सम्बन्धी अपेक्षाएं नियत की गई हैं । 

( मूल्य रु० 6 . 00 ) 
5. * IS : 2448 ( भाग 2 ) - - 1968 बिजली 

इस मानक में बिजली के साधनों में वस्तुओं को 
के कार्यों के लिए चिपकने वाले रोधन 

मिलाये रखने , जोड़ने मौर रोषन देने के काम 
टेपों की विशिष्टि भाग 2 नीचे पी वी सी 

में प्राने बाले नीषे पी बी सी की परत लगे 
की परत लगे टेप 

चिपकने वाले रोषन टेपों के विषय में प्रपेक्षाएं 
दी गई हैं । 

( मूल्य रु . 6 . 50 ) । 
6. * IS : 2474 - - 1968 में पसंद 

इस मानक में इमों के उपकनों के विषय में 
करने के ढक्कन 

अपेक्षाएँ दी गई है । इसमें निम्मलिखित 
प्रकार के ठक्कनों को लिया गया है : 
( क ) 75 और 100 मिमी की अलग गईन 

वाले भीतरी टक्कम और नमकन लगे , 
( ख ) 32 और 44 मिमी के गवादुम गर्वन वाले 

भीतरी ढक्कन और ढक्कन लगे , 
( ग ) समेकित गर्दन पाले भीतरीकन पोर 

बाकन लगे, 
( प ) कस कर बैठने वाले सीवर से खुलने वाले, 

और 
( 8 ) चूड़ी से बैठने वाले पीतल की टेढ़ी गर्दम 

बाले चूड़ीवार गट लगे । 

( मूल्य रु० 4. 00 ) 
7. *IS : 2591 - - 1989 चूड़ीवार पुर्जी के *IS : 2591 ---1964 चूड़ीदार पुजों इस मानक में चूड़ी वाले पुर्जे मनाने के लिए 

लिए गर्म रोल्ड सरिया की विशिष्टि के लिए गर्म रोल्ड सरिया की गर्म रोल सरिया की साइज और छूटें निर्धारित 
( पहला पुनरीक्षण ) विशिष्टि 

की गई हैं । 

( मूल्य रु . 2 . 00 ) 
8. *IS : 4808 - - 1988 पायरेशम के 

इस मानक में पायरेपम के पायसनीय तेज प्रब के 
पायसमीय तेज द्रव की विशिष्टि 

विषय में अपेक्षाएँ और परीक्षण पयतियां 
दी गई हैं । इस तेज़ द्रव में कुल पायरेषमों का 
प्रतिशत भिन्न -भिन्न होता है । 

( मूल्य रु० 6 . 00 ) 
* भा मा संस्था प्रमाणन मुहर योजना के लिए : 2474 ---1968, 1 अगस्त , 1969 से लागू होगा । 
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( 1 ) 


( 2 ) 


( 3) 


9. IS : 4831 - 1968 प्रशीतन की इका 

श्यों और प्रतीकों सम्बन्धी सिफारिश 


10. IS : 4878 - 1968 सिनेमा की इमा 

रतों के निर्माण सम्बन्धी उपनियम 


11. IS : 4905 – 1968 बानगी लेने की 

समसम्भाव्य पद्धति 


इस मानक में प्रशीतन में काम में प्राने के लिए 
इकाइयों और प्रतीकों के सम्बन्ध में सिफारिशें 
दी गई हैं । 

( मूल्य रु० 5 . 50 ) 
इस संहिता में सुरक्षापूर्ण और टिकाऊ डिजाइन , 

अनि मोर दृश्यता सम्बन्धी वांछनीय स्थितियों , 
निर्माण पद्धतियों , प्रागारों के लिए सामग्रियों 

की प्राप्ति और उपकरणों के रख -रखाव के 
नियमों , सिनेमा की फिल्में दिखाने वाले 
स्थानों के उपयोग के विषय में व्यवस्थाएँ और 
अपेक्षाएँ दी गई हैं । 

( मूल्य रु . 12. 50 ) 
इस मानक में किसी राशि में से बानगी लेने की 

समसम्भाव्य तकनीकी का उपयोग करते हए 
वस्तुओं के चुनाव की सामान्य विधियां दी 
गई हैं । इसमें बानगी के आंकड़ों से साधारण 
अनुमान्य तथ्यों जैसे विकृत वस्तुओं का माध्य 
और प्रोसत निकालने की पद्धति भी बताई 
गई है । 
( मूल्य रु० 9 . 00 ) 
इस मानक में छत की छाजनों से सम्बन्धित 
विभिन्न प्रक्रियाओं में सामान्य रूप से प्रयुक्त 
सकनीकी शब्द सात अनुभागों में दिए गए हैं । 

( मूल्य २० 7. 00 ) 
इस मानक में प्रापसारी पम्पों के मुंह में लगने वाले 

शीघ्र बंद होने वाले क्लैक -बाल्बों में लगने 
वाली सामग्री , आकृति माप निर्माण और 
परीक्षण विषयक अपेक्षाएँ दी गई हैं । 
( मूल्य रु० 3. 50 ) 


.. 12. IS : 4920----1968 छत की छाजनों 

से सम्बन्धित शब्दावली 


• 13. IS : 4928-~~- 1968 अपसारी पम्प के 

मुंह ( प्राउटलेट ) के लिए शीघ्र बंद होने 
वाले क्सक- याल्व की विशिष्टि 


14. IS : 4949 -- 1968 घरेलू तथा अन्य 

कार्यों के लिए 2- अम्पी फ्यूजों की 
विशिष्टि 


इस मानक में घरेलू तथा अन्य ऐसे ही कार्यों के 
लिए 250 वो० से अधिक बोल्टता पर रेटित 
ए सी अथवा डी सी परिपथों पर काम 
पाने के उपयुक्त , हाथ से चलने वाले 2- अम्पी 
इकहरे पोल वाले वन - ये स्वियों जैसे टम्बलर, 
पुश बटन तथा अन्य ऐसे ही प्रकार के 
स्विचों, के विषय में अपेक्षाएँ निर्धारित की 
गई हैं । ये स्विच डोरियों और लम्प होल्डरों 
के साथ लगाने अथवा बिजली के साधनों 
तथा ऐसे सहायक अंगों में लगाने के काम 
पाते हैं जिनमें टैपिन न की जा सकती हो । 
( मूल्य रु. 8. 50 ) 
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( 1 ) 


( 2 ) 


( 3 ) 


15. IS : 4965 ---1968 इंटरलॉक बनाई ( 1 ) IS : 2755--- 1964 सादी इस मानक में खुदरंग, धुली हुई अथवा प्रक्षालित 
वाली सूती बनियान की विशिष्टि 

और इंटरलॉक बुनाई वाली मूती इंटरलॉक बुनाई बाली मूती बनियानों के 
बनियानों की विशिष्टि : विषय में अपेक्षाएँ निर्धारित की गई हैं । 
( 2 ) IS : 3556 - 1966 मादी ( मूल्य रु . 5 . 00 ) 
बुनाई वाली बिना बाजू वाली मूती 

बनियानों की विशिष्टि 
16. IS : 4987 - - 1968 वर्षामापियों 

इम मानक में वर्षामापियों ( अनभिलेखी प्रकार ) 
( अनाभिलेखी प्रकार के ) के संस्थापन 

के संस्थापन , और वर्षा के मापन और अभि 
और वर्षामापन की रीति संहिता 

लेखन की पद्धति के सम्बन्ध में व्यौरे दिए 
गए हैं । 

( मूल्य रु . 5 . 50 ) 
17. IS : 4987 ---- 1968 वर्षामापी केन्द्रों 

इस मानक में होने वाली वर्षा के अध्ययन के लिए 
का जाल स्थापित करने सम्बन्धी 

वर्षामापी केन्द्रों के जाल के विषय में उनके 
सिफारिश 

वितरण , उनकी संख्या निर्धारण और क्षेत्र 
सम्भरणशीलता के विषय में सिफारिशें दी 
गई हैं । 

( मूल्य रु० 3 . 50 ) 
18. IS : 4994 - - 1968 वारुशम के वाऐं , 

इस मानक में वाल्शम के दाएँ , बाएँ और सीधे 
बाएँ और सीधे रिड्रेसिंग वाले फोसेंप्स 

रिड्रेसंग वाले फीसैंप्स के विषय में अपेक्षाएँ 
की विशिष्टि 

निर्धारित की गई हैं । 

( मूल्य रु० 2 . 50 ) 
19. IS : 5019 - -- 1968 स्नेहक प्लगों की 

इस मानक में स्नेहक गनों में लगने वाले प्लगों के 
विशिष्टि 

विषय में अपेक्षाएँ दी गई हैं । 

( मूल्य रु० 2 . 50 ) 
20. IS : 5053 - - 1969 बंधक ( फासनर्स ) 

इस मानक में बंधकों ( पूड़ीदार और बिना चूड़ी 
के लिए पिटवां तांबा और तांबा मिश्र 

वाले ) के बनाने के लिए प्रयुक्त तांबा और 
धातु की सरिया के माप 

तांबा मिश्रधातु की सरिया के विषय में माप 
निर्धारित किए गए हैं । 

( मूल्य रु . 1 . 50 ) 
21. IS : 5063 - - 1969 तूर के छिलके की 

इस मानक में पशुओं के प्राहार के काम पाने 
विशिष्टि 

वाली तूर के छिलके की बानगी लेने तथा 
परीक्षण की पद्धतियों तथा अन्य अपेक्षाएँ 
निर्धारित की गई हैं । 
( मूल्य रु० 1 . 50 ) 


इन भारतीय मानकों की प्रतियां भारतीय मानक संस्था 9, बहादुरशाह जफर मार्ग, नई दिल्ली - 1, और उसके शाखा कार्यालयों ( 1 ) 
साधन मोहम्मद शेख मार्ग, खानपुर , अहमदाबाद -- 1, ( 2 ) मिंडीकेट बैंक बिल्डिंग, गांधी नगर, बंगलौर - 9, ( 3 ) 534, सरदार बल्लभ भाई 
पटेल रोड, बम्बई-- 7, ( 4 ) 5, चौरंगी एप्रोच रोड, कलकत्ता - 13, ( 5 ) 5 - 9 - 201/ 2,चिरागअली लेन , हैदराबाद - 1 ( 8 ) 117/ 418- बी , 
सर्वोदय नगर, काजपुर - 5 और ( 7 ) 54 जनरल पैटर्स रोड, मद्रास - 2 से खरीदी जा सकती हैं । 


[ संख्या सी एम डी / 13 : 2.] 
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New Delhi, the 21st April 1970 
S . O . 2008. -In exercise of the powers conferred on me under sub - regulation ( 4 ) of regulation 3 of Indian Standards Institu 
cion (Certification Marks) Regulations, 1955 as amended from time, modification to the provision of the Indian Standard , details 
ofwhich aromentioned in the Schodule given hereby, has tentatively been made with a vicw to cxpediting the use of the Standard Mark . 
without in any way afecting the quality of goods covered by the relevant standard . 

This modification shell come into force with immediate effect : 


THE SCHEDULE 


No . 


No, and Title of Indian Standard , the 

Provisions of which have 

been modified 


No .and 


Number ( s ) of the Existing Clauses Particulars of thc ModificationsMada 
Affected 

to the Provisions 


- 


- 


( 2 ) 


I IS : 3390 - 1065 Specification for splygmoman- 
meters . mercurial 

Ometers 


( 3 ) 
Clause 4. 8. 5 pertaining to Control First sentence has been replaced by the 
Valve . 

following : 
" Control Valve shall have a knurled thumb 

control device which shall be 80 attached 
that it does not become completely un 
crewed . " 


[ No. CMD/13 :4] 
नई दिल्ली, 21 अप्रैल , 1970 
एस० ओ० 2398. — समय समय पर संशोधित भारतीय मानक संस्था ( प्रमाणन चिह ) विनियम , 1955 के विनियम के उप 
विनियम ( 4 ) के अधीन मुझको प्राप्त शक्तियों के आधार पर नीचे जिस भारतीय मानक के व्यौरे अनुसूची में दिए गए हैं , उसमें मानक चित्र 
लगाने के कार्य में गति लाने के उद्देश्य से उसमें कुछ परिवर्तन परीक्षण के लिए किया गया है । इस परिवर्तन से तत्सम्बन्धी भारतीय मानक के 
अधीन माल की किस्म पर कोई प्रभाव नहीं पड़ेगा और यह परिवर्तन तुरन्त ही लागू हो जाएगा : 


अनुसूची 


क्रम भारतीय मानक की संख्या और शीर्षक , प्रभावित वर्तमान उपबन्धों की संख्या भारतीय मानक के उपबन्धों में किए गए 
संख्या जिसके उपबन्धों का संशोधन किया 

परिवर्तनों का विवरण 
गया है 
1. IS : 3390 - - 1965 पारे वाले रक्त - नियंत्रण वाल्व से सम्बन्धित खण्ड पहले वाक्य के स्थान पर निम्नलिखित किया 
चाप मापियों की विशिष्टि 

4 . 8 . 5 

गया है : 
"नियंत्रण वाल्व में अंगूठे द्वारा चालित एक 

वनदानेदार नियंत्रण युक्ति होगी, जो इस 
प्रकार जुड़ी होगी कि धुमाने से वह पूरी 
खुल कर निकल न पाए । " 


[ सं० सी० एम० 10/ 13 : 4 ] 
New Delhi , the 12th August 1970 
S . O . 2399 : - In pursuance ofregulation 4 ofthe Indian standards Institution ( Certification Marks ) Regulations, Iost 
the Indian Stradards Insitution hereby notifies that amendment (8 ) to the Indian Standard ( ) given in the schedule hereto annexed 
have been issued under the powers conferred by the sub- regulation ( I ) of Regulation 3 of the said Regulations , 


THE SCHEDULE 


si 
No. 


sh 


No, and title of the Indian 

Standard amended 


Norar 


Brief particulars,of the 

Amendment 


No, and Date ofGazette No, and Date 
Notification in which 

of the 
the establishment of Amendment 
the Indian Standard 
was notified . 

( 3 ) 


Date from 

which the 
amendment 
shall havo 
offoot 
( 6 ) 


( 1 ) 


No . 2 May 1970 [ Page 3, Table I , S1 No. No. txd ) , I May 
Col 3 ] -- Substitute 30° C for " 

1970 
35° C (95° F) . 


I IS : JI2 1950 Specification for S . R . 0 . 658 dated 

ready mixed paint, spraying, un- 26 March 1955 
decorating , exterior , to Indian 
Standard colours . 
No . IOI Sky blue 

No . 216 Eau- de - nil 
No. 352 Pale cream 
No. 358 Light buff and white 
No. 443 Salmon pink 
No. 632 Dark admiralty grey 


Sec . 3 (ü ) ] 
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- 


(1 ) 


( 2 ) 


2 , 


No. 3 May 1970 


[ Page 3 Table I, si No, (x ) co ] 

3 ) -Substitnto 30°C for 35° C 
(95° F ) . 


1 Ma 
7 


IS : 113 - 1950 Specification for S . R . O , 658 dated 
ready m xed paint, brushing , under - 26 March 1955 
coating, loterior , to Indian 
Standard colours , 
No.II Sky blue 
No . 216 Eau - de-nil 
No. 352 Pale cream 
No. 388 Light buff and white 
No. 443 Salmon pinl 
No. 632 Dark admiralty grey 


[Page ? Table I, si No, (xlii ), 1 May 1970 

Col 3 ) - Substituto 30° C for 
135° C (or 97° F ) . 


3 . IS ; 157 1950 Specification for ready S . R . O . 658 dated No. 2 May 1970 

mixed paint, brushing, acid and 26 March 1955 
alkali resisting , lead - free , for 
general purposes , to Indian 
standard colours No . 446 Red 
oxide, No. 537 Signal red , No , 632 
Dark Admiralty grey and black 

and other colours, as required . 
4 . IS : 337 - 1952 Specification for S . R . O . 658 dated No. 2 April 1970 
varnish finishing interior 

26 March 1955 


[Page 3 , Tablc I, $ 1 No. ( y )i), 1 Apri} 

col 3 )- Substitute 30° C for 1970 
35° C ( or 95° F ) . 


No. 3 May 1970 


Clauses 0 . 9 and 7 . 1 have been 

substituted by new ones . 


I May 

1970 


No. 2 May 1970 


IS : 585 - 1962 Voltages and S . O , 1998 dared 
frequency for ac transmission and 30 June 1962 

distribution systems ( Revised ) 
6. IS : 722 ( PartIII)- 1966 Specifi- S . O . 1325 dated 

cation for ac electricity meters 15 April 1967 
Part III three - phase whole - current 
and transformer - operated meters 
and single -phase two- wire trans 
former operated meters ( First 
Ravision ) 


I May 
1970 


( ) clause 8 . 10 . I I has bec subs - 

tituted by a new one, 
(it) clause 8 . 20 . 2 has been 

amended and 
(iii) A new clausc 8 . 6 . 1 . 1 has 

been added . 


No. 2 
May 1970 


7 . I $ : 721 (Part IV )- 1966 Specification S . O . 1325 dated 
for ac elecciclty meters 

15 April 1967 
Part IV three- phase watthour 
meters with maximum demnand 

indicator 

(First Revision ) 
8. I$ : 722 (Part VI) 1968 Specific - S . O . 2578 dated 

cation for acelectricity meter 20 July 1968 
Part VI var-hour meters 


No. I May 1970 


( i) Clause 10 : II . I has been I May 
substitited by a new one . 1970 
(ii) clauses IO 12 and 10 . 21. 2 

have been amended and 
(iii) A new clause 10 . 6 . 2 . 1 has 

been added . 
(i ) claugę IO . II I I has been I May 

substituted by a new one, 19701 
( ii ) clause 10 . 21. 2 has been amended , 

end 
( iii) A mew clause 10 . 6 . 1 . 1 has 

been added . 
(Page 4 , clause 2 : 1 , line 4 ) 1 May 1970 
Substitute o og for 0 . 50 
A note has been added at the Feb 1970 

ond of Table I 


9 . IS : 842 - 1968 Specification for S . O , 2578 dated No, 2 May 1970 

Smith s swages ( First Rovision ) 20 July 1968 
10 . IS : 848 - 1957 Specification for S , R , O . 211 dated No, 1 Feb 1970 

synthetic resin adhesives for 18 January 1938 

Plywood (Phenolic and aminoplastic ) 
I . IS : 873 - 1956 Specification for S . R . O . 1796 dated No, 2 May 1970 
liquid glucose 

I June 1957 


( i) Table I has been amended & 
( ii) A new clause 7 . 2 . 2 has 
been added . 


I May 
1970 


12 . IS : 991- 1964 Speci fication for 

spoons brase and nickel gilver 
( Ropised ) 


S . O . 226 dated 
16 January 1965 


No. I May 1970 , 


Clause 7 . 7 and Table I have 

been substituted by cw ones 


I May 
1970 


S . O . 1455 dated 

19 April 1969 


No 1 April 1970 


Clause 17. 1 has been amended 10 April 

1970 


13 . IS : 1239 (Part I)- 1968 Speci- 

fication for mild steel tubes , 
tubulars and other wrought steel 
fittings Part I mild steel tubes 
( Second Revision ) 


14 . 


IS : 1476 - 1967 Specification for 
solid pressboard for eloctrical 
purposes 


S . O . 4562 dated 
23 December 1967 


No, I May 1970 


(i) clauses 6 - 4 . 3 and C - 2 I have I May 
been amended . 

1970 
( ii ) clauses 6 . 4 . 3 . 1 and 6 . 4 . 3 . 3 
have been substituted by new 

once and 
(III) A new clause 6 . 4 . 3 . 4 has been 

added . : 
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- 


- 


- - 


- 


( 1 ) 


( 2 ) 


( 3 ) 


(5 ) 


( 6 ) 


- 


- 


No, I April 1970 


15 . IS : 2556 (Part IX )- 1967 Speci- S . O , 2766 dated 

Acation for yitreous sanitary IO August 1968 
appliances ( vitreous China) Part 
IX specific requirements of bidets 
( First Revision ) 


(Page 5 , Fig I ) - Substitute IIOLE IO April 

( OPTIONAL ) OF 25 - FOR 1970 
LARGE SIZE ONLY for °25 
HOLE OPTIONAL . 


No, I June 1970 


16 . IS : 2986 - 1964 Specification for S . O , 2042 dated 

steel castings for marine engines 26 June 1965 
and bojlers 


No. I May 1970 


17 . IS : 3914 - 1967 Code of practice S . 0 . 4080 dated 

for selection of ac induction 18 November 1967 
motor starters ( voltage not 

exceeding 1000 volts) . 
18 . Is : 4057-1967 Specification for S . O . 2654 dated 

Carpontors metal bodled bench 5 August 1967. 
planes . 


(i ) clause I0 . I has been substi - I Tune 

tuted by o new one and 1970 
(ii ) A new clause IO. I . 2 has been 

added 
Thermal overload protective 1 May 
device , that is , cutectic alloy 1970 
has been included in the 
specification. 


No . 2 May 1970 


Table 3 has been amended . 


I May 


1970. 


19. IS : 4105- 1967 Specification for 

styrene ( vinyl benzene ) . 


S . O . 3336 dated 
23 September 1967 . 


No. I May 1970 


It was found that the chlorine I May 

content in the material 1970 
is always much lower than 
that specified for both the 
grades . This anomaly , besides 
making certain other 
editorial 
has been removed through 
this amendment .. 


changes , 


20 . Is : 4215- 1967 Specification for S . O . 4080 dated 
needle bearings, 

18 November 1967. 


No. I May 1970 


(Page 4 , clause 2 . 2 , line 2 ) I May 
substitute IS : 4217 - 1967 " " 1970 
for IS : 1073 - 1967 " , 


No, r June I970 . 


आ . Is : 4495- 1968 Method of mea - S . O . 2578 dated 

surement of of light output 20 July 1968 . 
of cinematograph projectors (for 
narrow gauge film ) . 


Clause4 - I ( s ) has been amend - I June 
cd . 

1970 . 


22. IS : 4633- 1968 Specification for S . 0 . 4435 dated No. I June 1970 . (i) clause 7 . 1 . 2 has been amed - I June 
fixed metallized - paper dielec - 14 December 1968. 

ded & 

1970 . 
tric capacitor for cidrect current . 

(ii) Item ( d ) under clause7 I . 3 

has been deleted . 
Copies of these an : 11 :71ts are available with th : In lian Standards Institution , Manak Bhayan , 9 Bahadur Shah Zafar 
Marg, New Delhi- I and also its branch Oces at ( i ) 534, Sardar Vallabhbhai Patel Road , Bombay - 7 , (61 ) 5 , Chowringhee Approach, 
Calcutta - I3, (iii ) 34, Ganeral Patters Road , Madsas - 2 , (iv) II71418 B , Sarvodaya Nagar , Kanpur , and ( v ) 5 - 9 - 201 / 2 , Chirag Ali Lanc , 
Hyderabad - 1 . 

[ No . CMD/ 13:5 ] 
नई दिल्ली , 12 अगस्त , 1970 
एस० प्रो० 2399. - - भारतीय मानक संस्था ( प्रमाणन चिह्न ) विनियम 1955 के विनियम 4 के अनुसार भारतीय मानक संस्था 
सृश्चित करती है कि उक्त विनियमों के विनियम 3 के उपविनियम ( 1 ) के अनुसार प्राप्त अधिकार के अधीन यहां अनुसूची में दिए भारतीय 
मानकों के संशोधन जारी किए गए हैं । 

अनुसूची 


क्रम 
संख्या 


संशोधित भारतीय मानक का जिस गजट में भारतीम संशोधन की संख्या संशोधन का संक्षिप्त विवरण संशोधन लागू 
शीर्षक और संख्या मानक तैयार होने की और दिनांक 

होने की तिथि 
सूचना छपी थी उसकी 

संख्या और दिनांक 


( 1) 


( 2 ) 


( 3 ) 


( 5 ) 


मई 1970 


1 . IS : 12- - 1950 भारतीय मानक एस पार प्रो 658 संख्या 2 

रंगों के अनुरूप बाहर की और स्प्रे दिनांक 26 मार्च1955 मई 1970 . 
किए जाने वाले , चिली परत देने 
के तैयार मिश्रित रंग रोगन की 
विशिष्टि 


( 10 3 सारणी 1 क्रम सं० 
( 11 ) कालम 3 ) 
35° से० ( 95° फा ) के 
स्थान पर 30° से० कीजिए । 
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- - - - - - - - - 


- 


- - - - 


- 


- 


( 1 ) 


( 2 ) 


( 3 ) 


( 6) 


- - - 


- - - - - 


1 मई 1970 


( प० 3 मारणी 1 क्रम सं० 
( 10 ) कालम 3 ) 35° से 
( 95° फा ) के स्थान पर 
30° से० कीजिए । 


1 मई 1970 


2. IS : 113 - - 1950 भारतीय एम आर प्रो 658 संख्या 3 

मानक रंगों के अनुरूप निचली दिनांक 26 मार्च 1955 मई 1970 
परत देने के अंदर बुझश से लगने 
वाले तयार मिश्रित रंग रोगनों की 

विशिष्टि 
3. IS : 157 -- 1960 भारतीय एम आर ओ 658 संख्या 2 

मानक रंगों के अनुरूप सामान्य दिनांक 26 मार्च 1955 मई 1970 
कार्यों के लिए बुरुश से लगने वाले 
अम्ल और क्षार प्रतिरोधी सीमा 
मुक्त तैयार मिश्रित रंग रोगन 

की विशिष्ट 
4. IS : 337 - 1952 भीतर फिनिश एम पार प्रो 658 सं० 2 

देने की वार्निश की विशिष्टि दिनांक 26 मार्च 1955 अप्रैल 1970 


( पृ० 3 सारणी 1 क्रम सं० 
( 13 ) कालम 3 ) 35° 
सें ( या 95° फा० ) के 
स्थान पर 30° सें० कीजिए । 


1 अप्रैल 1970 


( पृ० 3 मारणी 1 क्रम सं0 
( 7 ) कालम 3) - 35° से 
( या 95° फा ) के स्थान 
पर 30° सें० कीजिए । 
0 . 9 और 7 . 1 खण्डों के 
स्थान पर नए खण्ड दिए 


1 मई 1970 


5 . IS : 585 - - 1962 ए सी प्रेषण एस पी 1998 मं० 3 

और वितरण प्रणाली के लिए दिनांक 30 जून 1962 मई 1970 

वोल्टता और आवृत्ति ( पुनरीक्षण ) 
6. IS : 722 ( भाग 3 ) -- 1966 एम प्रो 1325 सं० 2 

एसी बिजली मोटरों की विशिष्टि , दिनांक 15 अप्रैल 1967 मई 1970 
भाग 3 तीन फेजी पूर्णधाग ट्रांस 
फार्मर चालित मीटर और एक 
फेजी दो तार ट्रांसफार्मर चालित 
मीटर (पहला पुनरीक्षण ) 


7. IS : 722 ( भाग 4 ) --- 1966 

ए सी बिजली मीटरों की विशिष्टि 
भाग 4 तीन फेजी वाट घंटा मीटर , 
अधिकतम मांग सूचक युक्त 


( 1 ) खण्ड 8 , 10 . 1 . 1 के 1 मई 197 

स्थान पर नया खण्ड दिया 
गया है । 
( 2 ) खण्ड 8 . 20 . 2 को 
संशोधित किया गया है , 

और 
( 3 ) नया खण्ड 8 . 6 . 1 . 1 

जोड़ा गया है । 
( 1 ) खण्ड 10 . 11 . 1 के 
स्थान पर नया खण्ड दिया 
गया है । 
( 2 ) खण्ड 10. 12 और 
10 . 21 . 2 को संशोधित 
किया गया है । 
( 3 ) नया खण्ड 10 . 6 . 1 

जोड़ा गया है । 
( 1 ) खण्ड 10. 11. 1 के 1 मई , 1970 
स्थान पर नया खण्ट दिया 
गया है । 
( 2 ) खण्ठ 10 . 21 . 2 को 

संशोधित किया गया है । 
( 3 ) नया खण्ड 10 . 6 . 1 . 1 

जोड़ा गया है । 
( पृ० 4, खण्ड 2 . 1 पंक्ति 1 मई , 1970 
4 ) 0 . 50 के स्थान पर 
0 . 05 कीजिए । 


8. IS : 722 ( भाग 6 ) ए सी बिजली एम प्रो 2578 

मीटरों की विशिष्टि भाग 6 वाट दिनांक 20 जुलाई, 
घंटा मीटर 

1968 


सं० 1 
मई , 1970 


9. IS : 842 --- 1966 लोहारों के एम प्रो 2578 दिनांक मं० 2 

स्वाजों की विशिष्टि ( पहला 20 जुलाई , 1968 मई , 1970 
पुनरीक्षण ) 
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( 2 ) 


( 3 ) 


( 4) 


( 5 ) 


( 6 ) 


1 फरवरी, 1970 


10. IS : 848 - - 1957 प्लाईवुड के एस० आर० प्रो० 211 सं० 1 सारणी 1 के अन्त में एक 
लिए संश्लेषी गल 

दिनांक 18 जनवरी , फरवरी, 1970 नोट जोड़ा गया है 
1953 


1 मई , 1970 


11. IS : 873 - 1956 तरल ग्लूकोज एस० प्रार० प्रो० 1796 सं० 2 
की विशिष्टि 

दिनांक 1 जून , 1957 मई, 1970 


( 1 ) सारणी 1 को मंशो- 
धित किया गया है 
( 2 ) नया खण्ड 7 . 2 . 2 

जोड़ा गया है 
खण्ड 7 . 2 और सारणी 1 
के स्थान पर नया खण्ड 
और सारणी दी गई है 


1 मई , 1970 


खण्ड 17 . 1 को मंशोधित 10 अप्रैल , 1970 

किया गया है 


12. IS : 991- -- 1964 पीतल और एम० प्रो० 22 6 दिनांक सं० 1 

निकेलसिलवर के चम्मचों की 16 जनवरी , 1965 मई, 1970 

विशिष्टि (पुनरीक्षित ) 
13. IS : 1239 ( भाग 1 ) ----1968 एस० प्रो० 1455 दिनांक सं० 1 

मदु इ - पात की नलियों और 19 अप्रैल , 1969 अप्रैल , 1970 
नलिका निर्मित वस्तुओं और अन्य 
पिटवा इस्पात की फिटिंग भाग | 
मृदु इस्पात की नलियां ( दूसरा 

पुनरीक्षण ) 
14. IS : 1576 -- 1967 बिजली ५२ प्रो० 4562 दिनांक सं० 1 
कार्यों के लिए ठोस प्रेसबोर्ड 

23 दिसम्बर , 1967 म . 1970 


( 1 ) खण्ड 6 . 4 . 3 और 1 मई , 1970 

सी - 2 . 1 को संशोधित 
किया गया है 
( 2 ) खण्ड 6 . 4 . 3 . 1 

और 6 , 4 . 3 . 3 के 
स्थान पर नए खण्ड दिए 
गए हैं 
( 3 ) एक नया खण्ड 

6 . 4 . 3 . 4 जोड़ा गया है 
( पृ० 5 प्राकृति 1 ) 25 10 अप्रैल , 1970 
होल अप्शनल के स्थान 
पर बड़े आकार के लिए 
25 का होल (अनिल ) 
कर लिया जाए 


15. IS : 2556 ( भाग 9 ) - - 1967 एम० ओ० 2766 दिनांक सं० 1 

कांचाभ सेनीटरी साधन ( कांचाभ 10 अगस्त , 1968 अप्रैल , 1970 
चीनी मिट्टी ) भाग 9 बिडेट संबंधी 
विशिष्टि अपेक्षाएं ( पहला पुन 

रीक्षण ) 
16. IS : 2986 -- 1964 समुद्री इंजिनों एम० प्रो० 2042 दिनांक सं० 1 

और ब्वायलरों के लिए इस्पात की 26 जून , 1965 जून , 1970 
ढली चीजें 


17. IS : 3914 -~~ 1967 ए सी प्रेरण एम० श्रो० 2654 दिनांक सं० 1 

मोटर स्टार्टरों ( बोल्टता 100 18 नवम्बर , 1967 मई , 1970 
वोल्ट से अनधिक ) के चुनाव की 
रीतिसंहिता 


( 1 ) खण्ड 10 . 1 के स्थान 1 जून, 1970 

पर नया खण्ड दिया गया है 
( 2 ) एक नया खण्ड 

10. 1 . 2 जोड़ा गया है 
विशिष्टि में ऊष्मा अतिभार मे 1 मई , 1970 
बचाय साधन अर्थात गलन 
ऋतिक मिश्रधा सम्मि 
लित कर दी गई है । 
सारणी 3 को संशो.ि . कर 1 मई, 1970 
दिया गया है 


18. IS : 4057 - - 1967 बड़इयों के एम० ओ० 265 4 दिनांक सं० 2 
धातु के सांचे वाले बेंच दे 

5 अगस्त , 1967 मई , 1970 


म 


) 


। 


- . 


- 


- 


- 


- 
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"-- - -- 


- . .. - 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- - 


- 


- - 


- 


( 1 ) 


( 2 ) 


( 3 ) 


( 5 ) 


- - 


- - - 


- - - 


- - - - - 


- - - - - - - 


- - - - - - - - - - - 


- - - - - - - - - - - 


1 मई, 1970 


1 मई , 1970 


19. IS : 4105---- 1967 स्टाइरीन एम० श्रो० 3336 दिनांक स० 1 __ यह पाया गया है कि पदार्थमें 
(बिनाइल बेंजीन ) की विशिष्टि 23 सितम्बर, 1967 मई, 1970 क्लोरीन की मात्रा दोनों 

ग्रेडों के लिए निर्धारित 
मात्रा से बहुत नीचे होती 
है । इस संशोधन माग 
अन्य सम्पादकीय परिवर्तन 
करने के साथ साथ यह 
विषमता भी दूर कर ी 

गई है । 
20. IS : 4215 - -- 1967 नीडल नुमा एस० श्रो० 4080 दिनांक म . 1 ( 10 4 खण्ड 2 . 2 पंक्ति 
बेयरिंग 18 नवम्बर , 1970 मई , 1970 2 ) : 1073 - - 1967 के 

स्थान पर : 4217 - -- 

1967 कीजिए 
21. IS : 4495 - - 1968 सिनेमा दर्शी एस० प्रो० 2578 दिनांक सं० 1 खण्ड 4 . 1 ( जी ) को संशो - 
प्रोजेक्टरों का प्रकाश उत्पादन 20 जुलाई, 1968 

जून , 1970 

धित कर दिया गया है 
नापने की पद्धति ( तंग मेज फिल्मों 

के लिए ) 
22. IS : 4633 -- 1968 दिष्ट धारा एस० प्रो० 4425 दिनांक सं० 1 

( 1 ) खण्ड 7 . 1 . 2 को 
के लिए जड़े हुए धात्वीय कागज 14 दिसम्बर , 1968 जून , 1970 संशोधित कर दिया गया है, 
आइइलेक्ट्रिक कैपेसिटर 

और 
( 2 ) खण्ड 7 . 1 . 3 की पद 
( डी ) हटा दी गई है 


1 जून , 1970 


1 जून , 1970 


इन संशोधनों की प्रतियां भारतीय मानक संस्था , मानक भवन , 9 ब० शा० जफर मार्ग, नई दिल्ली - 1 और इसके इन शाखा कार्यालयों 
से भी मिल सकती है ( 1 ) 534 सरदार बल्लभभाई पटेल रोड , बम्बई - 7, ( 2 ) 5 चौगंगी ऐप्रोच कलकत्ता - 13, ( 3 ) 117/ 418- बी , सर्वोदय 
नगर, कानपुर, ( 4 ) 5 4 जनरल पैटर्स रोड , मद्रास और ( 5 ) 5 - 9 - 201 / 2 चिराग अली लेन , हैदराबाद । 

[ संख्या सी० एम० डी०/ 13 : 5 ] 
New Delhi, the 12th August 1072 
S . 0 . 2400. - Th : Crtification Marks Licences, details of which are mentioned in the table given below, have lapsed or their renewal 
deferred : 

TABLE 
. - - . - -- , - . .. .. - - 
Si. Licence No. Licensee s Name and Ad «lress article Percoss and the S . O . Number and Remarks . 
No. 

Relevanı IS : Designation date of the Gazette 

Notifying Grant of 

Licence 


( 3 ) 


__ ( 6 ) 


I . CM/ L - 470 

30 - 10 - 1962 


Hind Tin 111. :,stries , 107 - A , Raja 

Dinendra Street, Calcutta - 6 . 


18 - Litre square tins - IS : 916 - 
1966 


$. 0 . 3518 duted 
24 - 11 - 1962 


Deferred after 
30 - 4 -1970 


2. CM/ L - 474 

23 - II -I962 


Indian Mineral Industries Ltd ., BHCdusting powders 

22/ I , Dum Dum Road, Cal - IS : 561 - 1962 
cutta - 23 . 


Deferred after 
15 - 4 - 1970 


3 . CM/ L - 648 

25 - 3 - 1964 


Indian Explosives Ltd. , Gomia , BHC smoke generators 

Distt. Hazaribagh (Bihar ) IS : 1505 - 1968 
(Office : ICIHouse , 34 , Chow 
ringhce , Calcutta ) . 


S . O . 1371 dated 
18- 4 - 1964 


Lapsed after 
15- 4 - 1970 
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(2 ) 


( 3 ) 


( 4 ) 


(5) 


(6) 


4 . CM / L - 899 

28 - 11- 1964 


5 . CM / L - 900 

28 - 11 - 1964 


Deferred after 
30 - 11 - 1969 


Naskarpara Jute Co . Ltd ., 220 / 2 , 1. Jute hessian - IS : 2818 - 1964 ) 

Shibgopal Banerjee Lane, 2 . Hessian bags- IS : 3790 - 1966 
Ghusuri, Howrah (Office : 8 
Dalhouse Square East , Cal 
cutta 
Do Jute sackings 

S . O . 79 
1. A - Twill jute bags — IS : 1943 - | 2-1-1965 

1964 
2 . B - Twiil jute bags 

IS : 2566 - 1965 ) 
3 . Heavy Cee jute bags 

IS : 2874 - 1964 
4 . Jute corn sacks - I $ : 2875 

1964 
5 . B - Twill cloth - IS : 3667 - 1966 
6 . Liverpool twill ( L - twill ) cloth 

IS : 3668- 1966 
7 . Jute corn sack cloth 

IS : 3750 - 1966 
8 . Heavy cee cloth 

IS : 3751 - 1966 
9 . Liverpool twill (L - twill ) bags - ) 

IS : 3794 - 1966 
Chittavalsah Jute Mills Co. Ltd ., As against Sl. No. 4 

chitta valskh , Visakhapatnam 
( Office : 7 Netaji Subhas Rd . 
Calcutta - I 
Do . 

As against Sl. No. 5 


6 . CM / L - 971 

28 - 11 - 1964 


7 . CM / L - 972 

28 - 11- 1964 
8 . CM /L - 973 

28 - 11 - 1964 


Nellimarla Jute Mills Co. Ltd ., As against Sl. No. 4 . 
Nellimarla , Visakhapatnam 
(Office : 3 Netaji Subhas Road , 
Calcutta - I) 

As against Sl. No. 5 


Do . 


Do. 


Do. 


9 . CM / L - 974 

28 - 11- 1964 
10 CM / T - 1047 

29 - 3 - 1965 


Lapsed after 

19 - 4 - 1970 


Bagross , Delhi Road , Sonepat Cast iron surface plates, grade I S . O , 1408 
(Near Delhi) 

upto 400 x 440 mm size and dt. 1 - 5 - 1965 

grade II up to 1 000 X 1 000 

mm size IS : 2285 - 1963 
Shembakar Industries , Opposite Three -phase induction motros S . O , 1531 

Ruston Co , Post Chinchwad upto 2 . 2 KW (3HP ) only dt. 29- 4 - 1967 
( C , Rly ) Distt . Poona (Maha - with Class A insulatior 
rashtra ) 

IS : 325 - 1961 


II GM / I - 1421 

30 - 3 - 1967 


It was deferred 
arter 30 - 6 - 1969 ; 
and has now 
to be traited as 
lapsod 11 : 
thai dat 
Deferred af ar 

31- 3 - 19 0 


12 CM / T - 1515 

15 - 9 - 1967 


13 CM / T - 1654 

19 - 3 - 1968 


1 .apsed after 

31- 3 - 1970 


Dasmesh Engg . Work3 , 2614 Water metros, dry - dial, inic . S . O . 3735 
Sultanwind Road , Amritsar 

rential type A , 15 mm size - dt 21- 10 - 1967 

IS : 779 - 1968 
Jayams Beaches & Co Pvt Ltd , Thrce -phase induction motors , S . O , 1470 
Agra Road , Bhandup , Bombay , 0 . 75 kW ( IHP) . 2 . 2 .kW dt 27 - 4 - 1968 
- 70NB 

( 3 HP ) and 3 . 7 kW (5 HP) 
only with class A intula ion 

IS : 325 - 1961 
Esso Standard Eastern Inc , BHC dusting powders - IS : 561 Do. 

Survey No. 23 / 5 A & B , Chik - 1962 
kabiderakallu Village , Neal 
amangala Taluka , Bargalore 
Distt ; 


14 CM / L -1656 

20 - 3 - 1968 


Deferred after 

31- 3 - 1970 


[No. CMD / 13 : 14 ] 

( A , K . GUPTA 
Deputy Director General 


$ ferot, 1 NET, 1970 


नवीकर एस्था मो० २६१वया नीचे मारणीमें जि 


एम० प्रो० 2400 - - नीचे सारणी में जिन प्रमाणन महरों के लाइसेंसों के ब्यौरे दिए गए हैं वे अवधिपूर्ण होने पर रद्द हो गये है अथ वा 
नवीकरण स्थगित कर दिया गया है । 
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- 


- - 


- 


- 


सारणी 


क्रम सं0 लाइसेंम संख्या 


लाइमें बारी का नाम और 


पता 


वस्तु प्रक्रिया और 
तत्सम्बन्धी भामाः 
पदनाम । 


कैफियत 


लाइसेंम मंजूरी प्रकाशित 
करने वाले गजट की 
एस0 प्रो0 संख्या और 

दिनांक 


2 


6 


- 


1. सी एम / एल - 470 

30 - 10 - 1962 


30 - 4 - 1970 के बाद 

स्थगित 


2. सी एम / एल - 474 

23 - - 11 - 1962 


14- 4 - 1970 के बाद 

स्थगित 


3. सी एम / एल - 648 

25 - 3 - 1964 


15 - 4 - 1970 के बाद 
स्थगित 


4. सी एम / एल 899 

28 - 11 - 1964 


30 - 11 - 1969 के 
बाद स्थगित 


5 . सी एम - एल - 900 

28 - 11 - 1964 


5 
हिद टिन इंडस्ट्रीज 107- 18 लिटर चोकोर टिन एस प्रो 3518 दिनांक 
राजा दिनेन्द्र स्ट्रोट IS :916 - 1966 24 - 11 - 1962 

कलत्ता- 6 
इंडियन मिनरल इंडस्ट्रीज बी एच सी धूलन पाउडर 
लि 0 22 / 1 डम डम रोड IS । :561 - 1962 

कलकता - 23 
इंडियन एक्सप्लोजिव्ज लि0 बी एच सी धुभ्र जनक एस प्रो 1371 दिनांक 
गोगिया जिला हजारीबाग IS : 1505 - 1968 18 - 4 - 1964 
( बिहार ) [ दफ्तरः आई 
सी पाई हाउस 34 चौरंगी 
कलकत्ता ] 
नरकरपाड़ा जूट कं0लि0, 1. पटसन हैसियन - - 
220 / 2 शिवगोपाल बनर्जी IS : 2818 - 1964 
लेन घुसूरी हावड़ा [ दफ्तर 2. हैसियन बोरे - - 
8 डलहौजी स्क्वायर पूर्व IS : 3790 - 1966 
कलकता - 1 ] 

पटसन सैकिंग 
1. ए ट्रिवल पटमन बोरे 
IS : 1943 ; 1964 
2. बी टिवल पटसन बोरे 
IS : 2566 - 1965 
3. भारी सी पटसन बोरे 
IS : 2874 - 1964 
4 पटसन के मक्का भरने 

के बोरे - - 
IS : 2875 - 1964 
5. वी ट्रिवल कपड़ा - एस ओ 79 दिनांक 
IS : 3667 - 1966 2 - 1 - 1965 
6. लिवरपूल ट्विल 

( एल ट्विल ) कपड़ा 
IS : 3668 - 1966 
7 मक्का भरने के बोरे 

का पटसन कपड़ा 
IS : 3750 - 1966 
8. भारी सी कपड़ा 
IS : 3751 - 1966 
9. लिवरपूल टिवल 

( एल ट्रिवल ) वोरे 
IS : 3794 - 1966 


- - 


- 


- 
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- 
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- - - 


(1 ) 


( 2 ) 


( 3 ) . 


( 5 ) 


6. सी एम / एल - 971 

28 - 11 - 1964 


30 - 11 -1969 के 

बाद स्थगित 


चितवल शाह जुट मिल्स कं0 1. पटसन हैसियन - -- एस ओ 79 
लि 0 चितवलशाह विशाखा- IS : 2818 - 1964 2 - 1 - 1965 
पंतनम ( दफ्तर : 7 नेताजी 2. हैसियन बोरे - -- 
सुभाष रोड कलकत्ता - 1 IS : 3790 - 1966 

क्रम संख्या 5 जैमा 


7 सी एम / एल - 972 

28 - 11--1964 
8. सी एम / एल - 973 

28 - 11 - 1964 


नेल्लीमला जूट मिल्स कं0 क्रम संख्या 4 जैमा 
लि 0 नेल्लीमला विशाखा 
पत्तनम ( दफ्तर : 3 नेताजी 
मुभाष रोड कलकत्ता - 1 ) 

क्रम संख्या 5 जैसा 


9. सी एम / एल - 974 

28 - 11 - 1964 
10. सी एम / एल -1047 

29 - 3 - 1965 


11. सीएम / एल - 1421 

30 - 3 - 1967 


12. सी एम एल - 1515 

15 - 9 - 1967 


बैगनास दिल्ली रोड, सोनी - ढलवां लोहे की सतह एस प्रो 1406दिनांक 15 - 4 - 1970 के बाद 
पत (निकट दिल्ली ) पट्टियां ग्रेड 400X 1-- 5 - 1965 स्थगित 

400 मिमी प्राकार 
तक की और ग्रेड 2 
1000X 1000 मिमी 
प्राकार तक की ढलवां 
लोहे की सतह पट्टियां 

IS : 2285 - 1963 
शेम्बाकर इंडस्ट्रीज रस्टन के . वर्ग ए इंसुलेशन वाले एस प्रो 15 3 1 यह 30 - 6 - 1969 
के सामने डाकखाना चिंचबाड़ मिर्फ 2 . 2 कि वा दिनांक 29 - 4 - 1967 को स्थगित किया 
जिला पूना ( महाराष्ट्र ) ( 3हा. पा . ) तक के 

गया था अब उसी 
तीन फेजी प्रेरण मोटर 

तारीख से रह समझा 
IS : 325--1961 

जाए । 
दसमेश इंजीनियरिंग वर्म सुखे डायल वाले इंफ्रे - एस प्रो 3733 13- 3- 1970 के बाद 
2614 सुलतान विउ रोड शल ए टाइप के 15 , 

स्थगित 
अमृतमर 

मिमी आकार वाले 
जल मीटर 

IS : 779 - 1968 
जयेम्म बीची एंड कं 0 प्रा0 वर्ग इंसुलेशन युक्त 

31 - 3 - 1970 के बाद 
लि 0 आगरा रोड, माइप 0 . 75 कि वा ( हा . 
बम्बई - 7911 

पा . ) 2. 2 कि वा 
( 3 हा . पा . ) और 
3 . 7 कि वा ( 5हा पा ) 
वाले सीन फैजी प्रेरण मोटर 

IS : 325 -- 1961 
एम्सो स्टैण्डई ईस्टर्न इं . मर्वे बी एच मी धूलन पाउडर 

31 - 3 - 1970 के बाद 
सं 23 - 3 ए और बी IS : 561 - 1962 

स्थगित 
चिक्कबिदरकल्लु गांव , 
नीलमंगल तालका जिना 
बंगलौर , 

[ सं० सी० एम० डी०/ 13: 14 ] 
ए० के० गुप्ता , उप महानिदेशक । 


13. सी एम / एल - 1654 

19 - 3 -- 1968 


14. सी एम / एल - 1656 

20 - 3 - 1968 
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ALL 


New Delhi, the 21st September 1971 


S . O . 3401. - In pursuance of regulation 4 of the Indian Standards Institution (Certification Marks ) Regulations, 1955 , the 
Indian Standards Institution hereby notifics that amendment (s ) to the Indian Standard ( s ) given in the schedule hereto annexed have 
been issued under the powers conferred by the sub -regulation ( 1 ) of Regulation 3 of the said Regulations. 

THE SCUEDULT 


Si. 
No , 


No , and title of the Indian 

Standard amended 


Brief particulars of the 

Amendnient 


Date from which the 
amendment shall have 
effect 


No, and Date of No, and DAC 
Gazette Notifica - of the 
tion in which the Amendment 
establishment of 
the Indian 
Standard was 
notified 


( 1 ) 


( 2 ) 


(5 ) 


(6 ) 


1. IS : 293 - 1967 Specification for sea - 

worthy packaging of cotton cloth 
and yarn ( second revision ) . 


(3 ) 
S . O . 1719 dated No. I 
II May , 1968 Oct. , 1970 


This amendment is being issued I October, 1970 
to make certain minor modifica 
tions regarding packing proce 
durc in order to completely bring 
it in line with the Central 
Government Notification No. 
SRO 1317 ; ag pointed out by 
the Cotton Textiles Export 
Promotion Council, Bombay, 
and introduce bag packing of 

cotton yarn on conco . 
(1) Clausen 51, 15 :21 2 and I September , 1970 

15 - 9 - 3 have been amended 
( 11 ) Clause 6 . 4 and table 3 

have been substituted by now 

ones. 
Clause 5 . 1 .Ilias been amended I June, 1970 


2 . IS : 555 — 1967 Specification for S . O . 1720 dated No. 2 

electric table type fang and regu - 18 May , 1968 September, 
lators 

1970 
( Second Revision ) 


$ . O . 3593 dated 
I December 1962 


No: 4 
June , 1970 


3 , IS : 562 — 1962 Specification for 

BHC water dispersible powder 
concentrates . 

( Second Revision ) 
4 . IS : 692- 1965 Specification for 

paper insulated lead -sheathed 
cables for electricity supply 
(Revised ) 


S . O . 1253 dated 
24 April, 1965 


No. 4 
July , 1970 


☺) Requirements given in Table 9 1 July 1970 
for ITOO volts five core cables 
have been specified separately 
in two tables 9A and 9B covering 
cables with full and reduced 

neutral respectively . 
( ii ) Maximum drainage allowed , 

under dairn age test has been 

relaxed for all types of cables. 
(iii ) Rquirements in respect of 

Armouring wire and tape given 
in the specification have been 
deleted and a reference made to 

IS : 3975 – 1967 and 
( iv ) Other editorial changes. 

( Page 27 , Table I , footnote with I October 1970 
un asterisk ( * ) mark - Substitute 
G . R . Geigy SA ; Basle , Switzer 
land for * M / s. Ramfry & Son , 

Calcutta . 
(i) Clauscs 5 . 1 and 16 : 9 : 3 have 

been amended . 
(i ) clauses 6 : 4 and 16 . 2 . 1 . 2 have I September, 1970 

been substituted by new ones . 
Table 1 has been amended . 1 September, 1970 . 


5 . IS ; 885 - - 1967 Common names for S . O . 3152 dated No, I 
pesticides. 

14 September October 
( First Rovision ) 

1968 

1970 


S . O . 1720 dated No . I 
18 May, 1968 
hay , 1908 September , 

September, 
1970 


6 . IS : 1169 - 1967 Specification for 

electric pedestal type fans and 
regulators . 

( First Revision ) 
7. IS : 1170 — 1967 Specification for 

ferrochromium 

( First Revision ) 
8 . IS : 1398 – 1968 Specification for 

packing paper waterproof, bitu - 
men - laminated 

(First Revision ) 
9 . IS : 1520 - 1960 Specification for 

horizontal centrifugal pumps for 

clear , cold , fresh water 
10 . IS ; 1526 1960 Sizes and shapes 

or firebricks. 


S .O . 287 dated No. I 
20 January , 1968 September , 

1970 
S . O . 3745 dated No. 2 
26 October, 1968 September, 

1970 


Clause 4 . 2 has been substituted 
by a new one , 


I September, 1970 


Clause 14 . 9 has been substituted 
by a new one. 


1 September , 1970 


S . O . 1742 dated No. 3 
16 July , 1960 September, 

1970 
S . O . 2494 dated No . I 
15 October, 1960 September , 

1970 


1 


September, 1970 


(First cover page , Pages I and2 

( pages I and 3 of Reprint) , 
Titlc / - Substitute the following 
for the existing title at all the 
three places : Indian Standard 
sizes and shapes for firebricks 
( 230 nm SERIES ) . 


- 


* For purposes of ISI Certification Marks Scheme, this Amendment shall come into force with effect from 1 Nov, 1970 . 
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- 


(2 ) 


(5 ) 


(6 ) 


- 


- 


- 


A 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


II . IS : 1528- 1962 Methods of sumpling S . O . 3593 dated No . I ( 1) Clause 2 . 4 . 1 2 has been amended 1 October , 1970 

and physical tests for refractory 1 December, October , (11) A new clause 2 . 4 . 1 . 8 has 
materiale , 

1962 

1970 

been added . 
12 . IS : 2086 - - 1963 Specification for S . O . 2370 dated * No . 3 (i) [ (Page 23 ( page 24 of the Re- I October, 1970 . 

carriers and bases used in rewira - 24 August 1963 October , print), clause A - O . 1 , line 1 ) . 
ble type electric fuses up to 650 

1970 

substitutt specificd for employed . 
volts . 

(12 ) (Paged 11 , clause 6 . 1 (b )- Add a 
(Revised ) . 

new item as below and re 
number the subscqucnt items 
(c ) ( d ) as (J ) and ( @ respec 

tively : (c ) Size of fuse wire , 
( 111 ) A new clause 7 . 5 . 0 . has been 

added , 
13 . IS : 2148 — 1968 Specification for S . O . 3728 dated No. I (i ) Clause 3 . I has been substituted 1 October , 1970 

flame proof enclosures of electri- 13 September, September , by a new one, 
cal apparatus. 

1969 

1970 
( First Revision ) 

( ii) ( Page 40 , cxplanation of Fig . 

188 ) substitute the following for 
the existing explanation : " 185 
Cast or welded or Brazed 

Shroud : Three Fourth Circle ": 
14 . IS : 2232- 1967 Specification for S . O . 4562 dated No. I 

( Pagca 5 10 15 Tables I tol ) 1 October 1970 . 
slotted and castle nuts (First 23 December October 1970 Cadd the following matter below 
Revision ) 1967 

the figures in each of the Tables 

I TOII : 
( The underside of the slot may 

be round or at with rounded con 
ners or flat with chamfered cor 
ners , at the discretion of the 

manufacturer ) 
15 . TS : 2312 - 1967 Specification for S . 0 . 520 dutcd No. 2 

( i) Clauses 5 . 1 and 14 - 8 - 2 liayc I Scptember 1970 
propeller type ac ventilating 10 Feb 1968 September 

amended 
fans 

1970 

(ii ). Clause 6 5 hasbeen substituted 
(First Revision ) 
16 . IS : 2316 - 1968 Methods of pre - S . O 593 dated No . I 

(Page 5 , clause 11, 1, line 1 ) - 1 September 1970 
Paration of stanard solutions is Feb 1969 September Sutalituie 1 .64 kg for 3 . 6 kg 
for colorimetric and yolumetric 

1970 
analysis 

(First Revision ) 
17 . IS : 2553 - 1963 Specification for S . O . 2038 clated No, I 

(Page 6 . clause 5 . 1 , jncz ), Subs- December 1970 
phenylmercury chloride, tech - 20 July 1963 December 1970 litute o .062mm (250 gauge ) 
nical 

for 0 . 125 mm ( 500 gauge ) 
18 . IS :2354 - 1963 Specification for S . 0 . 2160 dance No. I ( Page 5, clause 5. 1, line 2 ) — Subs- 1 December 1970 . 

cthylmercury cliloride, tech - 3 August 1963 Decen ,ber 1970 titute o .062 mm (250 gauge ) 
nical 

for ‘ 0 . 125min (suo gauge ) 


19 . IS ; 2355 - 1963 Specification for 9 . 0 . 2160 dated No, I 

(Page 6 , clausc 5 . 1 , ljne line 2 ) — I December 1970 
stadilized ethoxy ethylmercury 3 August 1970 December 1970 Substitute o . 062mm (250 gauge ) 
chloride concentrate 

for 0 . 125 inm ( 500 gauge) . 
20 . IS : 2387- 1969 Methods for de - S . 0 . 4311 dated No, I 

Formuls under clause 6 . 1. 3 ( b ) has I September 1970 . 
termination ofweight of jute 25 October 1969 September 1970 been substituted by a new one 
fabrics 

(First Revision ) . 
21. IS : 2427 - 1968 Grading of con - S 0 . 3061 dated NU, I 

( i) [Page 6 , Table 1 SINO. ( 111)( a ) I December 1970 
tinuous filament viscose rayon November 1968 December 

against 40 under Grade 1 ] 
yarn and acetate yarn , bright 

1970 

Substitute 40 for 31 . 
and dull 

(ii) [Page 10 . Table 2 , SINO, ( iii)] 
( First Revision ) 

Delcic thisitem and renumber 
the subsequent itemsaccord 
ingly wherever they appearin 

the standard . : 
22 . IS : 2516 (Part II Secz ) - - 1965 S . O , 1081 dated No, I 

Clause D - 3 has been amended I November 1970 
Specification for alternating 9 April 1966 November 1970 
current circuit- breakers Part II 
Tests Section 2 Voltage Above 
1 ,000 Uptoand Including i 1000 
ĮI 100 yolls 


* For purposcs of ISI Certification Marks scheme, this amendinent shall come into force with effect from 1 Nov , 1970 , 
For purposes ofISIÇertification Marks Scheme, this Amendmentshallcomcintofo rce with effect froni Junubry 1971 . 
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- - - - 


( 4 ) 


( I ) ( 3 ) 

( 5 ) 

(6 ) 
- - - - -- - - - 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - 
23 . IS : 2575 - 1963 Specification for 9 . 0 . 950 datc Nu . I 

(Page 5 , Fig . I ) 

1 October 1970 , 
leather gountlets for wellery 21 Alarch 1964 October 1970 

( ) First finger Substitute 75 for 

70 % 
(b ) Second finger Substitute S5 

for 82 
(0) Third finger Substitute 80 

for 76 
(d ) Fourth finger substitute 55 

for 57 

(e) Thumb-substitute 75 fór 57 
24 . IS : 2925 - 1964 Specification for S . O . 1152 date @ NO, 2 

( i) Clausc5 . 1 ( b ), 8 . 1 and Appcn - 1 Augu8t 1976 , 
industrial safety helmes. 10 April 1965 August 1970 

djx C have been substituted 

by new ones . 
( ii) Clauses0 . 3 , 5 . 1, 8 . 4 , 8 . 7 , I0 . 1 

and A - 1. I have been amended 
25. IS : 2997 - 1964 Specification for S . 0 . 664 daled No . 3 

(i ) clauses 5 , 1, 19. 2 . 4 . 4 and 19 . 3 . 3 1 Settember 1970 
air circulators cype elcctric fans 5 March 1965 September 1970 have been amended 
and regulators , 

( ii ) Clause : 8 . 4 and 19 . 2 . 1. 2 . havo 

beeii substituted by new once 
26 . IS : 3035 (Part II) - 1965 Specifi- S . 0 . 3938 , dated NO, 21 

(i) Clausc6 , 1 has been substituted September, 1970 . 
cation for thermoplastic insula - 25 December , September, 1970 . by a new one, 
ted weather proof cables 1965. 

(ii) Title on first cover page, pages 
Part II Polvethlene insulated 

I and 3 has been amended as 
tupcd or untaped . hraided and 

under BARIDED AND 
compounded 

COMPOUNDED : 
27. IS : 3236 - 1965 General require- S . 0 . 291, daięd No. 1 

(Page 7, clause 8 . 7 Jine 2 ) - Suhs - 1 October , 1970 , 
ments for syringes for medical 22 Januav, 1966 , October , 1970 , tituie IS : 2303 - 1963* for IS : 
use . 

2203- 1063* . 
28. IS : 3327 - 1965 Specification for S . O . 1081, dated NO, I 

Table 1 has bech amended , 

September, 1970 , 
Paddy thresher . Padel operated . 9 April, 1966 , September , 1970). 
29. IS : 3162 - 1966 Specification for S . O . 2602, duted No, i September, ( i) [Page 6 , Tables, col. 3 , against September , 1970 , 
flexible PVC flooring. 27 August, 1966 . 1970 . 

şi.No. ( xii). linc3] — Subaritute 

0 . 5 per cent for 5 per cent 
( ii) A new clause 0 . 2 . 2 has been 

added 
30 . IS : 3522 - 1066 Method for esti- S . O . 3818 , dated No. 2 

(i) (First cover page and pages I J September, 1970 , 
motion of common preserva - 17 December, September, 

and 3 title ) Add the word 
tives used in textileindustry. 1966 , 

1970 . 

PARTIin the title on all the 

three pages . 
( ii) (Designation ) -- Substituic IS : 

3522 ( Part 1) - - 1966 for IS : 
7522- 1966 wherever it appears 

in the stendard . 
31. IS : 3524 - 1966 Outline dinnen - S . O . 241, dated No. 2 

( Page 13, Table 4 , entries against i September , 1970 . 
sions for electric lifts. 

21 January , September , 1970 . 16 person 8 or 1135 kg load )- - 
1967. 

Delete all the entries against this 

load . 
32 . IS 3588 - 1066 Specification for S . 0 . 241, dated No. 3 

(i) Clausęs 4 . 1 and 13. 7 .2 have 1 September , 1970 . 
electric axial flow fans, 

21 Tanuary , September , 1970 , been amended . 
1967 . 

( ii) clauses. 5 has been substituted 

by a new clausc . 
(iii) The cristingequation of Pfles 

becn Aubstituted byo new one, 
33 . IS : 3626 - 1966 Specification for S . 0 . 3818 , dated No. I 

A new Bize has been added in the 1 October, 1970 . 
locked coil winding ropes . 17 December, October , 1970 , table , 

1966 . 
34 . IS 3706 - 1066 Specification for S . O . 369 , dated ANO. I 

(i) Clauses 0 . 2 , A - 2 . ) and table J March , 1970 . 
fountain pens, II February , March , 1970 , 

I have been amended . 
1967. 

( ii) Clauses 1 . I ond 4. 2 have been 

substituted by new ones , 

( iii) Claube 7 . 4 has been deleted . 
35 . IS : 3963 - 1966 Specification for S . O . 2789 , dated No. 2 

Clause 4 . 1, 5 . 1 12 . 2 .2 .2 and 1 September , 1970 , 
roof extractors units . 

19 August, 1967, September , 1970 . 12 . 8. 3 liave bee . amended . 
36 . IS : 4261- 1967 Glossary of S . O) 4633 , dated No, I 

Definations of Box . Conjajncı I Sertenlied , 1970 , 
terms relating to paper and 30 December, September , 1970 , and Corroughted Fihrchoard 
pulp - based packagingmaterials. 1967. 

have been substituted by new 

ones 
37. IS : 4283- 1967 Specification for S . 0 . 287 , dated No. 2 

(i) Clauses 4 .1, 17 . 1.3 an : 117 .10 .3 1 September , 1970 . 
hot air fan . 20 January , 1968 . September, 1970 . have been amended . 

( ii ) Clajise 5. 3 has been substituted 

by a new one. 


- 


-- - 


- - 


@ For purposes of TSI Certification Marks Scheme, this Amendment shall comeinto force with effect from i Novemher, 1971. 
£For purposes of ISI certification Mark . Scheme, this Amendment shall come into force with cffect from ist November, 1971, 
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September, 1970 : 


38 . IS : 4388 - 1967 Specification for S . 0 . 1719, dated No. I 

(i) Clauses 2.1, 2.2 and Table 2 
cotton fabric for reinforcement 18 May, 1968 . Septcmber , 1970 , have been amended , 
ol rubber hoses. 

( ii) Table I has been substituted 

by a new one. 


1 September , 1970 . 


39 . IS : 4497- 1968 Specification for S . 0 . 2036 , dated No. I 

(i) (Page 2 , clause 0.6 , line 3 ) - 
Io mm portable goun - and - 8 Juinc, 1968. September , 1970 . Substitute ( 3675 for 3975 . 
picture cinematograph pro 

( ii) (Page 9 , clause 4 . 5 , line 1) 
jectors , 

Substitute exciter for cxcited 
( iii) Clauses 4 . 4 , 1 . 3 & 4 . 4 . 3 have 

been substituted hy new ones . 
( iv ) A new clause 4 . 4 .4 has been 

added and the existing clause 
4 . 4 . 4 has been rc -numbered as 
clause 4 . 4 . 5 and substitutedby 
a new one, 


40 . IS : 4745 - 1968 Code of practice S . 0 . 368, latest No. 1 

A new clausc 0 .2 .1 has been added . 1 September , 1970 . 
for design of cross -section of 25 January , September , 1970 . 
lincd canals . 

1969 . 


41. IS : 4760 - 1968 Specification for S . O . 1455 , dated No. Il 

dom . stic c roking range , includ . 19 April, 1969. October , 1970 , 
ing grillers , for use with liquc 
fied petroleum gases . 


( i) Clauses 6 . 1. 1, 37 , 1 , 37 .2 And 1 October , 1970 

8 . 1 have been substituted by 

new ones. 
(ii) Heading of clanse 23 has been 

substituted by the following 
" TotalGas Consumption of the 

Boiling Burner , 
(iii) Table I , clause K3. 1 (f ) 7 . 5 , 

IP . I , H - 1.2 and K - 3 have been 

amcnded . 
( iv ) New clauses 3 -4 and 23 .2 bave 

been added . 


42 . IS : 4894- 1968 Specification for S . O . 1455 . (lated No. I m 

(i) Clauses 4 .1 and 12 .7.2 have 1 September , 1970 . 
centrifugal fans. 19 April, 1969. September, 1970 . been amended , 

(ii ) Clause 5,5 has been substituted 

by a new one. 


1 September , 1970 . 


43 . IS : 5024 - 1968 Specification for S . 0 . 2330 , dated No. I 

[Page 5 , Table 1, col 3 , against Sl. 
buffalo - butt leather for knic 14 June 1969, September , 1970 . No. (ii)- - Substituted 2 .5 
bushings . 

for 1. 0 . 


1 September, 1970 . 


44 . IS : 5052- 1969 Temper designa - S . O . 3095 , date : No. I 

(Page 3 clause 3 . 1 informal table 
tions ofaluminium and its alloys , 2 August, 1969 . September, 1970 . line 2 under Description ) 

Substitute " Tempcr for Tem 

perature , 


Clayjse 7.4 .1 .1 has been amended , 


1 September , 1970 , 


45 . IS : 5054 - (Part I) - 1969 Speci- S . O . 3929 , dlated No . I 

fication for radio frequency con - 27 September September , 
ncctors Part I General 1969, 

1970 , 
requirements and test s . 


I September , 1970 , 


46 . IS : 5070 - 1969 Method for hcum 

vinnotched impact test for grey 
cast iron . 


S . () . 3728, dated ] No. I 

Clases 3 . 1 , A - rand A - 3 have been 
13 September , September , 1970 . amended . 
1969. 


I September, 1970 . 


47. IS : 5082- 1969 Specification for S . 0 . 436 , dated No. 1 

( i) (Tage 3, clause 0 .7 , line 3 and 
wrought álliminin anii alu - 7 February 1970 . September , 1970 , page 5 , clause 8 . 1 , linc 4 ) 
minium alloy bars , rods, tuber 

Substitute ‘HI fur H2 . 
and sections for clectrical piir 

Mi) (Page 6 , caption of Table ) 
posos. 

Add the words TABLEI in 

the beginning of tlıc caption , 
( lii) ( Page 6 , Table I , second colui 

mn) - Substitute HI for H2 . 


- 


- - 


- 


Copies of these amendments are available with the Indian Standards Institution , Manak Bhavan , 9 Rahadur Shah Zafar Marg . 
New Delhi- 1 and also its branch offices at ( i) 534 Sardar Vallabhabhai Patel Road , Bombay- 7 (ii) 5 Chowringhcc Approach , Calcutta - 13 
( iv ) sa General Patters Road , Marras -2 (iv ) 1971418 - B , Sarvodaya Nagar Kanpur and ( V ) 5 -9 - 201/2 Chirag Ali Lane , Hyderabed - 1. 
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नई दिल्ली, 21 सितम्बर, 1971 
एस० प्रो . 240 1. - - भारतीय मानक संस्था ( प्रमाणन चिन्ह ) विनियम 1955, के विनियम 4 के अनुसार भारतीय मानक संस्था 
सूचित करती है कि उक्त विनियमो के विशियम 3 के विनियम ( 1 ) के अनुसार प्राप्त अधिकार के अधीन यहां अनुसूची में दिए भारतीय 
मानकों के संशोधन जारी किए गए हैं : - - 

अनुसूची 


क्रम 
संख्या 


संशोधन लागु 
होने की तिथि 


संशोधित भारतीय मानक जिस राजपत्र में भारतीय संशोधन की संख्या संशोधन का संक्षिप्त विवरण 
को पद संख्या और शीर्षक मानक तैयार होने की और दिनांक 

मूचना छपी थी उसकी 
सं० और दिनांक 


( 1 ) 


( 2 ) 


( 3 ) 


( 5 ) 


( 6 ) 


( 1 ) 


IS : 293 - 1967 मूती एसयो० 1719 दि . संख्या 1 
कपड़े और धागे को समुद्र- 18 मई, 1968. अक्टूबर 1970. 
योग्य बंधाई की विशिष्टि 
( दूसरा पुनरीक्षण ). 


यह संशोधन इस मानक को केन्द्रीय 1 अक्टूबर , 
सरकार की अधिसुचना सं० 1970 . 
एम०पार०प्रो० 1317 के अनु 
रूप बनाने की दृष्टि से कुछ छोटे 
मोटे परिवर्तन करने के लिए 
जारी किया जा रहा है । 
इनकी ओर सूती वस्त्र 
निर्यात संवर्धन परिषद् , बम्बई 
द्वारा संकेत किया गया था और 
इसमें शंकुनों पर लिपटे सूती 
धागे की बोरा बंधाई सम्बन्धी 
अपेक्षा शामिल करनी थी । 
1 ) खंड 51, 15 - 2 . 1 - 2 1 सितम्बर , 1970 

और 159. 3 का संशोधन 
किया गया है । 
2 ) खंड 6 . 4 और सारणी 3 के 
स्थान पर नया खंड और नई 
सारणी दी गई है । 
खंड 5 . 1 - 1 का संशोधन किया 1 जून , 1970 
गया है । 


( 2 ) 


IS: 555 - 1967 बिजलो एस० प्रो० 1720 संख्या 2 

के टेबल पंखे और रेग्य - दिनांक 18 मई 1968 मितम्बर , 1970 
लेटर ( दूसरा पुनरीक्षण ) 


( 3 ) 


IS: 562--1962 बी एच सी एस० पी० 3593 दि - संख्या 4 
जल विसर्जनीय तेज धूर्ण नांक 1 दिसम्बर, 1962 जून 1970 
की विशिष्टि ( दूसरा 

पुनरीक्षण ) 
IS: 692 - 1965 बिजली एस० प्रो० 125 3- * संख्या 4 
वितरण के लिए कागज दिनांक 24, अप्रेल, जुलाई , 1970 
रोधित सीसे के खोल वाले 1965 
केबल ( पुनरीक्षित ) 


1 ) 1100 वोल्टता वाले 1 जुलाई 1970 
पांच कोर के केबलों के लिए 
सारणी 9 में दी गई अपक्षानों 
को अलग अलग 9 अ तथा 9 
: दो सारणियों में विभक्त कर 
दिया गया है जिनमें एक में 
पूर्ण न्यूट्रल चालक युक्त केवलों 
और दूसरी में रिड्यूस्ड 
( reduced ) न्यूट्रल चालक 
युक्त केबलों को लिया गया है । 


- - - 


- - - 


। 


- 


- - 


- 


- - 


- 


- - - 


- 


- - 


- 


- 


- - 


* भारतीय मानक संस्था ( प्रमाणन चिन्ह ) योजना के अन्तर्गत यह संशोधन 1 नवम्बर 1970 से लागू हो जाएगा । 


3420 


[ PART II - 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : SEPTEMBER 2, 1972 /BHADRA 11 , 1894 

- - - -- - - - - -- - - - - - 


- 


- 


- --- - .. -- - 


- .. - 


- 


( 1) 


( 2) 


( 6 ) 


- -- -- 


- - - - - - 


2 ) निकास परीक्षण के अधीन सब 
प्रकार के केबलों के लिए अनु 
मत अधिकतम निकास में हील 
कर दी गई है । 
3 ) विशिष्टि में दी गई क्वच तार 

और टेप सम्बन्धी अपेक्षाओं को 
हटा दिया गया है तथा इस 
सम्बन्ध में IS : 3978 
1967 का उल्लेख किया गया 

है । तथा 

4 ) अन्य सम्पादकीय परिवर्तन । 
( 5 ) IS : 885- 1967 कोट एस० ग्रो० 3152 संख्या 1 [ पृष्ठ 27 , सारणी 1 तारांकित 1 अक्टूबर 1970 

नाशकों के लिए साधारण दिनांक 14 सितम्बर , अक्टबर, 1970 ( * ) पाद टिप्पणी ] - - मैसर्स 
नाम ( परला पुनरीक्षण ) 1968 

रैमकार एंड संस , कलकाता , 
के स्थान पर जे० प्रार० गगी 
एस० ए० बास्ले , स्विटजर 

लैट कर दिया गया है । 
( 6 ) IS 1169 - 1967 बिजली स० प्रो .. 1720 संख्या 1 15 खंड 5 . 1 और 16 . 9 . 3 का ] सितबर 1970 

के पंडस्टस पर पीर रेग्य दिनांक 18 " ई , सितम्बर, 18101 संशोधन किया गया है । 
लेटर ( पहला नरीक्षण ) 1968 

2 ) खंड 6 . 4 और 16 . 2 . 1 . 2 

के स्थान पर नए खंड जोड़ दिए 


( 7 ) IS : 1170 - 1967 रो म०प्रो० 287दिनांक संख्या 1 सारणी 1 में संशोधन किया गया 1 सितम्बर 1970 

कामियम की विशिष्ट 20 जनवरी, 1988 सितम्बर. 1970 

( पहला पुनरीक्षण ) 
( 8 ) IS : 1398 - 1968 जलसह एम० ओ० 3745 दिनांक संख्या 2 खंड 4 . 2 के स्थान पर नया 1 सितम्बर 1970 

विटयमेन परत वाले पैकिंग 26 अक्टूबर , 1968 सितम्बर 1970 खंड जोड़ दिया गया है । 

कागज की विशिष्टि 
( 9 ) IS : 15 20 - 1960 साफ एम० ओ० 1742 संख्या 3 

खंड 14. 9 के स्थान पर नया 1 सितम्बर 1970 
ठंडे स्वच्छ पानी के लिए दिनांक 16 जुलाई, सितम्बर, 1970 खन जोड़ दिया गया है । 
क्षतिज अपके द्रीय प" ए 

1960 
की विशिष्टि 
( 10) IS : 1526 - 1960 अग्नि एस० प्रो० 2494 संख्या 1 [ प्रथम मुख पृष्ठ , पृष्ठ 1 और 2 1मितम्बर 1970 

ईटों के प्राकार और प्राकृ - दिनांक 15 अक्टूबर सितम्बर 1970 ( रिप्रिट के पृष्ठ 1 और 3 ) . 
तियां 1960 

शीर्षक ] तीनों स्थानों पर 
शीर्षक बदल कर निम्न किया 
जाए । 

भारतीय मानक 
अग्निईटों के आकार और प्राकृ 

तियां ( 230 मिमी सिरीज ) 
( 11 ) IS : 1528 - 1962 उष्मा - एम० ओ० 3593 संख्या । 

1 ) खंड 2 . 4 . 1 . 2 का संशोधन 1 अक्टूबर , 1970 
सह के लिए बानगी लेने दिनांक 1 दिसम्बर , अक्टूबर 1970 किया गया है । 
तथा भौतिक परीक्षण की 1962 

2 ) एक नया खंड 2 . 4 . 1 , 8 
पद्धतियां 

जोड़ा गया है । 


* भारतीय मानक संस्था प्रमाणन चिन्हें योजना के अन्तर्गत यह संशोधन 1 नवम्बर 1970 मे लागू हो जाएगा । 
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( 1) 


( 2 ) 


( 3 ) 


( 5 ) 


( 6 ) 


*संख्या 3 
अक्टूबर , 1970 


( 12 ) IS: 2086- 1963 पुनः एम० प्रो० 2370 

वायरिंग योग्य प्रकार के दिनांक 24 अगस्त 
650 वोल्टता तक के 1963 
बिजली के फ्यूजों के लिए 
प्रयुक्त कैरियरों और 
आधरों की विशिष्टि 
( पुनरीक्षित ) 


( 13) IS : 21 48-- 1968 बिजली एम० ओ० 3728 संख्या 1 

के उपकरणों के लिए दिनांक 13 सितम्बर मितम्बर, : 970 
ज्वालामह खोलों की वि - 1969 
शिष्टि ( पहला पुनरीक्षण ) 


1 ) [ पृष्ठ 23 ( रिप्रिंट का 24 1 अक्टूबर 1970 

पृष्ठ ) खंड ए-प्रो० 1, पंक्ति 1 ] 
1 employed 
के स्थान पर specified 
9 किया जाए । 
( 2 ) [ पृष्ठ 11, खंड 6 . 1 ( यो ) ] 
नीचे एक नया निम्नलिखित 
मद जोड़ दीजिए और बाद के 
मदों की संख्या में परिवर्तन 
कर सी और डी को क्रमश : 
डी तथा ई करा लीजिए । 
सी ) फ्यूज तार की साइज 
3 ) एक नया ग्लंड 7. 5 . 0 जोड़ 

दिया गया है । 
1 ) खंड 3 . 1 के स्थान पर नया 1 अक्टूबर 1970 

खंड जोड़ दिया गया है । 
2 ) ( पृष्ठ 40 , आकृति 18 वी 
का विवरण ) 
वर्तमान विवरण के स्थान 
पर निम्नलिखित विवरण कर 

लीजिए : 
18बी ढलवां या बेलस्कृत अथवा 

तांबे के टांके वाला प्रावरण : 

तीन चौथाई वृत 
( पष्ट 5 से 15 तक मारणी 1 से 1 अक्टूबर 1970 

11 तक ) - 1 से 11 तक सार . 
णियों के नीचे की हर प्राकृति 
के निचे निम्नलिखित जोड़ 
लीजिए : (निर्माता की इच्छा 
से खांय का निचला भाग गोल 

या चपटा होगा तो उसके कोने 
मारे हुए प्रथवा पख गरे हुए 


( 14 ) IS : 223 2 -1967 खांचदार एस० प्रो० 4562 संख्या 1 

और कमिल बिपियों की दिनांक 23 दिसम्बर अकबर 1970 
विशिष्टि ( पहला पुन 1967 
रीक्षण ) 


( 15) IS . 2312 - 196 पोष - एस . प्रो . 520 किनांक या 2 

लरनुमा ए० सी० के निकाम 10. फरवरी 1968 मितम्बर 1970 
पंखों की विशिष्ट ( पहला 

पुनरीक्षण ) 
( 16 ) IS: 2316 -1969 वर्ण- एस० प्रो० 593 दिनांक संख्या 1 

परक और आयतनपरक 15 फरवरी 1969 सितम्बर 1970 
विश्लेषण के लिए मानक 
घोल तैयार करने की 
पद्धति ( पहला पुनरीक्षण ) 


1 ) Hड 5 . 1 और 14 . 8 . 2 का 1 सितम्बर 1970 

संशोधन किया गया है । 
2 ) खंड 6 . 5 के स्थान पर नया 
___ खंड जोड़ दिया गया है । 
( पष्ठ 5, खंड 11 . 1 पंक्ति 1 ) - 1 सितम्बर 1970 

3 . 6 4 कि० ग्रा० के स्थान पर 
1 . 64 कि० ग्रा० कीजिए । 
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- 


- - - 


- -.. 


- 


. 


. 


. 


- 


- - - . . . 


( 1 ) 


( 2 ) 


· ( 3 ) 


( 4 ) 


( 5 ) 


( 6 ) 


(मूळ : 


( 21 ) 


( 17 ) IS: 235 3-- 1963 फैनायल एस० ओ० 2038 दिनांक संख्या 1 ( पृष्ठ 6 खंड 5 . 1, पंक्ति 2) - 1 दिसम्बर 1970 

पारा क्लोराइड, तकनीकी 20 जुलाई 1963 दिसम्बर 1970 0 . 125 मिमी ( 500 गेज ) 
को विशिष्ट 

के स्थान पर o . 062 मिमी 

( 250 गेज ) कर लीजिए । 
) IS: 2354 - 1963 इथाइल एम० प्रो 2160 संख्या 1 ( पृष्ठ 5, खंड 5 , 1, पंक्ति 2 ) - 1 दिसम्बर 1970 

पारा क्लोराइड , तकनीकी दिनांक 3 अगस्त दिसम्बर 1970 o . 125मिमी ( 500 गेज ) 
की विशिष्टि 1963 

के स्थान पर 0 . 062 ( 250 

गेज ) कर लीजिए । 
( 19) IS . 2355 - 1963 दृढ़ी - एस० प्रो० 2160 संख्या 1 ( पृष्ठ 6, खंड 5 , 1, पंक्ति 2 ) - 1 दिसम्बर 1970 

कृत इथाक्मी इथाइल दिनांक 3 अगस्त दिसम्बर 1970 0 . 125मिमी ( 500 गेज ) 
की विशिष्ट 1970 

के स्थान पर 0 . 062 मिमी 

( 250 गेज ) कर लीजिए । 
( 20 ) IS: 2387 - 1969 पटमन एस० प्रो० 4311 संख्या 1 खंड 6 . 1 . 3 ( बी ) में दिए गए 1 सितम्बर 1970 

कपड़े का भार निकालने दिनांक 25 अक्टूबर सितम्बर 1970 सूत्र के स्थान पर नया सूत्र दिया 
की पद्धति ( पहला पुन - 1969 

गया है । 
रीक्षण ) 
IS : 2427 - 1968 चमकीले एस० प्रो० 3961 मख्या 1 1 ) [ पृष्ठ 6, सारणी 1 क्रम सं० 1 दिसम्बर 1970 

भद्दे रंग के बिना कटे दिनांक 9 नवम्बर दिसम्बर 1970 ( 3 ) ( ए ) 40 डी के प्राग 
विस्कोस रेयान के धागे 1968 

ग्रेट 1 के नीचे ] 34 के स्थान 
और ऐमिटेट धागे की 

पर 40 कर लीजिए । 
विशिष्टि ( पहला पुनरी 

2 ) [ पृष्ठ 10, सारणी 2. क्रम 
संख्या ( 3) ] इस मद को हटा 
कर बाद की मदों की मानक में 
जहां भी हों फिर से गिनती कर 

दो जाए । 
( 22) IS: 2516 ( भाग 2/ खंड एस० ओ० 1081 संख्या 1 खंड डी - 3 का संशोधन किया गया 1 नवम्बर 1970 

2 ) -- 1965 ए सी धाग दिनांक 9 अप्रैल 1966 नवम्बर 1970 है । 
परिपथ मेकर की विशिष्टि 
खंड 2 परीक्षण अनुभाग 
2 1000 मे ऊपर सथा 

11000 वोल्टता तक 
( 23 ) IS: 257 3 - 1963 बेल्डरों एस० ओ० 950 दिनांक संख्या 1 ( पृष्ठ 5, प्राकृति 1 में ) 1 अक्टूबर 1970 

के लिए चमड़े के दस्तानों 21 मार्च 1964 अक्टूबर 1970 ( क ) पहली ऊंगली के लिए 70 
की विशिष्दि 

के स्थान पर 75 कर लीजिए 
( ख ) दूसरी ऊंगली के लिए 82 

के स्थान पर 85 कर लीजिए 
( ग ) तीसरी उंगली के लिए 76 

के स्थान पर 80 कर लिया 

जाए 
( घ ) चौथी उंगली के लिए 57 

के स्थान पर 55 कर लोजिए 
( उ.) अंगूठे के लिए 57 के 

स्थान पर 75 र लिया जाए । 


क्षण ) 


दू 


ब 


- - - - -- -- - - 


* भारतीय मानक संस्था प्र ] " न योजना के लिए यह संशोधन 1 जनवरी से लागू होगा । 
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- - - - - - - - -- - 
( 3 ) ( 4 ) 

( 5 ) 


- - 


- 


( 1 ) 


( 2 ) 


( 21 ) IS: 2925 - 1961 औद्यो - एम० ओ० 1152 

गिक बचाव टोपों को वि - दिनांक 10 अप्रैल , 
शिप्टि 

1965 


*संख्या 2 
अगस्त 1970 


1 ) 5 . 1 ( बी ) , 8 . 1 और 1 अगस्त 1970 

परिशिष्ट मी के स्थान पर 
नए खंड और परिशिष्ट दिए 

गए हैं । 
2 ) खंड 0 . 3, 5 . 1, 8 . 4, 8 . 7 

10. 1 और ए - 1 - 1 का संशो 

धन किया गया है । 
1 ) खंड 5 . 1 19. 2 . 4 . 4 और 1 सितम्बर 1970 

19 . 3. 3 का संशोधन किया 

गया है । 
2 ) खंड 8 . 4 और 19 . 2 . 1 . 2 

के स्थान पर नए खंट दिए गए 


( 25 ) IS : 2997 -- 1964 हवा एस० प्रो० 664 दिनांक संख्या 3 

देने वाले बिजली के पंखों 5 मार्च 1966 सितम्बर 1970 
और रेग्यूलेटरों की विशिष्ट 


वाले 


( 26 ) IS : 3035 ( भाग 2 ) - एस० ओ० 3938 संख्या 2 1 ) लंन 6 . 1 के स्थान पर नया 1 तिसम्बर 1970 

1965 तापनम्य ऋतसह दिनांक 25 दिसम्बर सितम्बर 1970 खंड दिया गया है । 
रोधित केबलों की वि - 1965 

2 ) मुख्य पृष्ठ और पृष्ठ 1 और 
शिष्टि भाग 2, पोलीइ 

3 पर शीर्षक में निम्नलिखित 
थाइलीन से रोधित , टेप 

संशोधन किया गया है : बुना 
लगे अथवा बिना टेप लगे , 

वट वाले और यौगिक रोधन 
बुनावट वाले और यौगिक 

रोधन वाले 
( 27 ) IS : 3235 - 1965 चिकि - एस० ओ० 281 दिनांक संख्या 1 ( पृष्ठ 7, खंड 8 . 7 पंक्ति 2 ) - 1 अक्टूबर 1970 

त्सा में प्रयुक्त सूई लगाने 22 जनवरी 1966 अक्टूबर 1970 IS: 220 3 - 1963* के 
की पिचकारीयों सम्बन्धी 

स्थान पर IS : 2303 
सामान्य अपेक्षाएं 

1963 * कर लीजिए । 
( 28 ) IS : 3327 - 1965 पांव एस० प्रो० 1081 संख्या 1 सारणी 1 का संशोधन किया गया 1 सितम्बर 1970 

चालित धान गाहने की दिनांक 9 अप्रैल , 1966 सितम्बर 1970 

मशीन की विशिष्टि 
( 29 ) IS : 3462 - 1966 पी वी एस० प्रो० 2602 संख्या 1 1 ) [ पृष्ठ 6, सारणी 1, स्तम्भ 1 मितम्बर 1970 

सी के नाम फर्श की दिनांक 27 अगस्त सितम्बर 1970 3, क्रम सं० ( 12 ) के प्रागे , 
विशिष्टि 1966 

पंक्ति 31 - 5 प्रतिशत के 
स्थान पर o . 5 प्रतिशत कर 

लीजिए । 
2 ) एक नया ग्लंड 0 . 2 , 2 जोड़ा 

गया है । 
( 30 ) IS: 3522- 1966 वस्त्र एम० प्रो० 3818 दिनांक संख्या 2 1 ) ( मुख पृष्ठ और पृष्ठ 1 और 3 1 सितम्बर 1970 

उद्योग में प्रयुक्त सामान्य 17 दिसम्बर 1966 मितम्बर 1970 पर शीर्षक ) तीनों पाठों पर 
परिरक्षकों का अनुमान 

शीर्षक में भाग 1 जोड़ लीजिए । 
लगाने की पद्धति 

2 ) ( पदनाम ) - - मानक में जहां 

कहीं भी IS : 3522 -- 1966 
हो उसके स्थान पर IS: 3522 
( भाग 1 ) - 1966 कर लीजिए । 


* भा भा संस्था प्रमाणन योजना के लिए यह संगोधन 1 जनवरी से लागू होगा । 
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( 1 ) 


( 2 ) 


( 3 ) 


( 5 ) 


( 5 ) 


( 6 ) 


(34) IS ITakine फाउंटेन 


( 31 ) IS: 3534 - 1966बिजली एम० प्रो० 24 1 दिनांक संख्या 2 ( पृष्ठ 13, मारणी 1, 16 व्यक्ति 1 मितम्बर 1970 

की लिफ्टों को रूपमेखा 21 जनवरी 1967 सितम्बर 1970 या 11 35 कि० ग्रा० वजन 
सम्बन्धी माप 

के आगे ) - इस भार के अन्तर्गत 

सभी प्रविष्टियां हटा दीजिए । 
( 32) IS: 3588- 1966 आयु एस० ओ० 241 दिनांक संख्या 1 1 ) खंड 4. 1 और 13. 7. 2 का 1 सितम्बर 1970 

अक्षीयबाबीले बिजली 21 जनवरी 1967 मितम्बर 1970 संशोधन किया गया है । । 
के पंखों की विशिष्टि 

2 ) खंड 5 , 5 के स्थान पर नया 

खंड जोड़ दिया गया है । 
3 ) पी एफ के वर्तमान समीकरण 

के स्थान पर नया ममीकरण 

दिया गया है । 
( 33) IS : 3626 - 1966 कुंडली एम० ओ० 3818 संख्या 1 

सारणी में एक नया साइज जोड़ा 1 अक्टूबर 1970 
चढ़े लिपटवां रस्सों की दिनांक 17 दिसम्बर अक्टूबर 1970 गया है । 
विशिष्टि 

1966 
( 34 ) IS 3706 - 1966 फाउंटेन एम० ओ० 469 दिनांक *संख्या 1 1 ) खंड 0 . 2 , ए - 3 , 1 पीर 1 मार्च 1970 
पेन की विशिष्टि 11 फरवरी 1967 मार्च 1970 मारणी 1 का संशोधन किया 

गया है । 
2 ) खंड 1 . 1 और 4 . 2 के स्थान 

पर नए खंड दिए गए हैं । 

3 ) खंड 7 . 4 हटा दिया गया है । 
( 35 ) IS : 3963 - 1966 छन एम० ओ० 2789 संख्या 2 खंड 4 . 1, 5 , 4, 12 . 2 . 2 . 2 1 सितम्बर 1970 

में लगी वायु निष्कामक दिनांक 19 अगस्त 1967सितम्बर 1970 और 12- 8 - 2 - का संशोधन 
इकाइयों की विशिष्टि 

किया गया है । 
( 36 ) IS : 4261 - 1967 कागज एम० प्रो० 4633 संख्या 1 बाक्स , कंटेनर और करगेटेड 1 सितम्बर 1970 

और गदे से बनी पैकिंग दिनांक 30 दिसम्बर मितम्बर 1970 फायबर बोर्ड, को परिभाषा 
सामग्री सम्बन्धी प्राब्दा - 1967 

प्रों के स्थान पर नई परिभाषाएं 
वली 

दी गई हैं । 
( 37 ) IS : 4283 - 1967 गर्म हवा एम० प्रो० 287 दिनांक संख्या 2 1 ) खंड 4 . 1, 17. 4 . 3 और 1 सितम्बर 1970 
देने वाले पंखें की विशिष्टि 20 जनवरी 1968 सितम्बर 1970 17 . 10 . 3 का संशोधन किया 

गया है । 
2 ) खंड 5 . 3 के स्थान पर नया 

खंड दिया गया है । 
( 38 ) IS : 4388 - 1967 रबड़ एस० पो 1719 संख्या 1 1 ) खंड 2 . 1, 2 . 2 और सारणी 1 सितम्बर 1970 

के होजों के प्रबलन के लिए दिनांक 18 मई 1968 सितम्बर 1970 2 का संशोधन किया गया है । 
सूती कपड़े की विशिष्टि 

2 ) सारणी 1 के स्थान पर नई 

___ मारणी दी गई है । 
( 39 ) IS: 4497 - 1968 16 -- एस० प्रो0 2036 संख्या 1 1 ) ( पृष्ठ 2, खंड 0 , 6 , पंक्ति 1 सितम्बर 1970 

मिमी के सुबाहय ध्वनि दिनांक 8 जून 1968 सितम्बर 19703 ) - 3975 के स्थान पर । 
और -चित्रदर्गी सिनेमा 

" 3675 कर लीजिए । 
प्रोजेक्टर की विशिष्टि 

2 ) ( पृष्ठ १, खंड 4 . 5, पक्ति 1 ) 
एक्साइटेड के स्थान पर 
एक्साइटर कर लीजिए । 


- - 


- 


* भारतीय मानक संस्था ( प्रमाणन चिह्न) योजना के कार्य के लिए मद संशोधन 1 नवम्बर 1970 
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( 5 ) 


3 ) खंड 4 . 4 . 1 . 3 और 4 , 4 . 3 

के स्थान पर नए खंड दिए 
गए है । 
4 ) एक नया खंड 4 . 4 . 4 जोश 
गया है और वर्तमान बंड 4 . 
4 . 4 का क्रमांक बदल कर 
खंड 4 . 4 5 कर दिया 
गया है तथा उसके स्थान पर नया 
खण्ड दिया गया है । 


संख्या । 
सितम्बर 1970 


एक नया खंड 0 . 2 . 1 जोड़ा 1 सितम्बर 1970 
गया है । 


( 40 ) IS : 4745 - 1968 पक्की एस० ओ० 368 

नहरों की प्राड़ी काट की दिनांक 25 जनवरी 
डिजाइन की रीति - 1989 
संहिता 


1 अक्टूबर 1970 


( 41 ) IS : 4760 - 1968 द्रवित एस० ओ० 1455 

पेट्रोलियम गैसों से चलने दिनांक 19 अप्रैल 
वाले ग्रिलर लगे धरेल 1969 
चूल्हे की विशिष्टि 


मख्या 1 
अक्टूबर 1970 


1 ) नई 6 . 1 . 1 , 37 . 1, 37 . 2 

और R . 1 के स्थान पर नर 

बड़ दिए गए हैं । 
2 ) खड 23 के शीर्षक को बदन 

कर निम्नलिबित कर दिया 
गया है : उबालने वाले बर्नर 
द्वारा कुल गैस की खपत 
3 ) सारणी 1, खंड के - 3 . 1 ( एफ ) 

7 . 5, 10 . 1, एच 1 . 2 और 
के - 3 का संशोधन किया गया 


4 ) नए खंड 3. 4 मार 23 . 2 

जोड़े गए हैं । 


( 42 ) IS : 4894- 1968 अप - एस० मो० 1455 
केन्द्रीय पखों को विशिष्टि दिनांक 19 अप्रैल . 

1969 


संख्या 1 
सितम्बर 1970 


1 ) खंड 4 . 1 और 12 . 7 . 2 1 सितम्बर 1970 
___ का संशोधन किया गया है । 
2 ) खंड 5 . 5 के स्थान पर नया 

खंड दिया गया है । 


संख्या । 
सितम्बर 1970 


( 43 ) IS : 5024 - 1968 घुटनों एस० ओ० 2330 

पर रखने की गद्दियों के दिनांक 14 जून 
लिए भैंस की पीठ के 1969 
चमड़े की विशिष्टि 


पिष्ठ 5, सारणी 1,स्तम्भ 3, 1 सितम्बर 1970 
क्रम संख्या ( 2)] - 1 . 0 
के स्थान पर 2 . 5 कर लीजिए । 


संख्या 1 
सितम्बर 1970 


1 सितम्बर1970 


( 44 ) IS : 5052 - 1969 एल्यु . एस० ओ० 3098 

मिनियम और उसकी दिनांक 2 अगस्त 
मिश्रधातु के टैम्परों के 1969 
पदनाम 


( पृष्ठ 3, खंड 3. 1 अनौप - 

चारिक सारणी पंक्ति 2 के 
अन्तर्गत विवरण में ) 
" टैम्परेचर के स्थान पर टेम्पर 

कर लीजिए । 


- 


- 


- 


- 


3426 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : SEPTEMBER 2, 1972 / BHADRA 11, 1894 


| PART II.--- 


- 


- 


- 


- - 


5 


------- - 


1 सितम्बर 1970 


संख्या 1 
मितम्बर 1970 


खंड 7. 4 . 1 . ] का मंशोधन 

किया गया है । 


( 45 ) IS · 5054 ( भाग - 1 ) एम० प्रो0 3929 

-- 1969 रेडियो प्रावत्ति दिनांक 27सितम्बर 
मयाजिन की विशिष्टि 1969 
भाग 1 सामान्य अपेक्षायें 
और परीक्षण 


1 सितम्बर 1970 


संख्या 1 
मितम्बर 1970 


खंड 3 . 1, ए - 1 और ए- 3 का 
मंशोधन किया गया है । 


( 46 ) IS : 5070 - 1969 धूरे एस० ग्रो0 3728 

तुलयां लोहे कलिए बिना दिनांक 13सितम्बर 
खांचेदार छड़ ( बीम ) 1969 
यायात परीक्षण पद्धति 


( 47 ) IS : 5082- 1969विद्युत एल० प्रो० 436 दिनांक संख्या 1 

कार्यों के लिए पिटवा 7 फरवरी 1970 सितम्बर 1970 
एल्युमिनियम और एल्यु 
मिनियम मिश्र धातु की 
छड़े , मग्चिा, नलियां 
और मैवान की विशिष्ट 


1 ) ( प. ष्ठ 3, खंड 0 . 7, पंक्ति 1 मिमम्बर 1970 
3 और पृष्ठ 5 खंड 8. 1, पंक्ति 
4 ) - एच 2 के स्थान पर 
‘ एच 1 कर लीजिए । 
2 ) ( पृष्ठ 6, सारणी के शीर्षक ) -- 

शीर्षक के प्रारम्भ में शब्द , 
मारणी 1 जोड़ दीजिए । 
3 ) ( पृष्ठ 6, मारणी 1, दूसरा 1 मितम्बर 1970 

स्तम्भ ) - एच 2 के स्थान 
पर एच 1 कर लीजिए । 


.. 


- - . . . - 


- - - - 


- 


- - - - - - - - - - - 


- - - - 


- - 


- - - 


- 


- - 


- 


- - - 


- - 


इन भारतीय मानकों की प्रतियां भारतीय मानक संस्था , 9 बहारदुरशाह जफर मार्ग, नई दिल्ली, - 1, और उसके शाखा कार्यालयों 
( 1 ) प्रो - 18, -4 मिरिन हारिगल एनेक्सी, असरवा , अहमदाबाद-- 16 ( 2 ) सिंडीकेट बैंक बिल्डिग, गांधी नगर , बंगलौर - 9 ( 3 ) 534, 
मरदार बल्लभ भाई पटेल रोड, बम्बई - 7 ( 4 ) 5, चौंरगी एप्रोच रोड कलकत्ता - 13, ( 5 ) 5 - 9 - 201/ 2, चिराग अली लेन , हैदराबाद - 1 
( 6 ) 117/ 118, श्री -नर्योदय नगर , कानपुर -- 5 , और ( 7 ) 54 , जनरल पैटर्म रोर , मद्राम - 2 मे प्राप्त की जा सकती है । 

[ म . सी० एम० डी०/ 13: 5/ 


( INDIAN STANDARD INSTITUTION ) 


New Delhi ,the yth November 1971 


S . O . 202. - Thu Cartification Marks Licinces , datuils of which are neitioned in the following schedule ,havclopsad or their rangt als 
oferrad : 

THE SCHEDULE 


Liuonco No & 

Data of issue 


Name and Addrugs of thu 

Lica 11900 


Artielo / Process and the 
rolawent fS : Designation 


No . 


S . O . Numbel 
date of the 
Gazetta Notilying 
Grant of Iicence 


Romarks 


- - 


- - - - - - - - - - - - - - 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


। 


- 


- 


-- - - 


- - - - - 


( 5 ) 


( 6 ) 


- 


- - 


- - 


- - - - - 


- 


I CM/ L -I4 

3 - 9 - 1956 


Delerred after 31- 8 - 11,71 


Thu Motal Rolling Works Sheets , strips and circles . 
Pvt Ltd , IO4 Sion - Matunga IS : 21 - 1959 
Estate, Sion, Bombay 22 


S . R . O . 2052 
dt . I5- 9 - 1956 
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2 CM / - L - 45 

20 - I 


3 CM / L - 166 

8 - 2 - 1960 


1 CM / L - 280 

13 - 3 - 1961 


5 CM / I .-335 

21- 8 - 1961 


6 CM / L - 448 

24 - 8 - 1982 


7 CM / T - 563 

18 - 7 - 1963 


8 


CM / L - 618 

10 - I - 1984 


9 CM / L - 747 

27 - 7 - 1964 


10 


CM / L - 1009 

9 - 2 - 1965 


(3 ) 

(6 ) 

- - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - 
, B . S . & Co. , 33 Brabourn Road T1- chast plywood panels S , O . 13 

Ronowal was defarred allu1 31- I 
Celeut te . 

IS : 10 - 1984 

dt . 15 - 2 - 1968 1967 : the Jicvr co is now to he 

traatod as lapased after that 

date . 
Andaminy l jinbar Industries Toa - chust plywood panels S . O . 427 dt. Ronewal was dafurred after 
Ltd ., 26 Chittaranjan Avenue IS TO - 1961 

20 - 2 - 1960 29 - 2 - 1968 ; tholicorco is now 
Calcutta 

to be treated as Japsed aftor 

that date . 
Tayshres Plywood , India Ex- Toa - chast plywood panels - S . O , 816 Ronewal was deforred after 
change Coleytra 

IS - TO - 1964 

dr. 15 - 4 - 1961 19 - 3 - 1967; the licenco is now 

to be treated as lapsed aftor that 

date . 
Alpha Electric & Engg Cu ; 30 , Single - phasesmuliac und S . O . 221. 1 Renewal was dotorrod after 

Calicut Stroct. Ballard Estate , universal Joctric dt . 16 - - 1961 14 - 9 - 1965 ; ihu licor (lis now 
Bombay motors with class A 

to be treated as lapsed after 
ingulation 

that data , 
IS : 996 - 1959 . 
Bharat Plywood & Timber l ul -cheşt Plywood panels- S , O . 2825 Ranowal was dofurrod aftor 31 - 8 
Products Pvt Ltd , Can19 - JS : 10 - 1964 

dt , 19- 9 - 1962 1969 ; the licence is now to be 
noro , North Malabar 

traated as lapsod aftorthat dato 
Bharat Pulverising Mills Pvt Parathion emulsifiable - S . O . 2972 Deferred after 15 - 8- 1971 

Ltd , Chakala , Andhori- Kurla coneontratos , IS : 2129 - dt. 24 - 8 - 1963 
Road , Bombay 69 (Offica : 1962 
38 - A Sayani Road , Bombay 

28 ) 
Indian Malleable Castings Bicyclo frumos - IS : S . O , 603 Ranewa) wag doforrod after 15 - 2 
Ltd . P , O , Doinchanch 623 - 1983 

dt . 22 - 2 - 1984 1987, tho lieorce is now to ba 
Distt. : Hazaribagh (Bihar ) 

treated as Japsed after that 

date . 
Radio & Electricals Mtg , Co . Water motors , dry dial S , 0 . 3487 Daforrad after 15- 9 - 1971 

Ltd , Myyoro Road , Post Bagtype of 15 mm , 20 mm , dt. 3 - 10 - 1964 
No . 6 , Bangalore - 28 (Mysore ) & 25 mm sizes. : IS 

779 - 1968 
U . P . Cable Co, 4 D . L . P . VIR cables for fixed wiring S . O . 987 Doferrod after 31- 8 - 1971 

Industrial Aroa , Najalgarh I S : 434 ( Part I & IT dr . 27- 3 - 1985 
Road , Now Dolhi (Office : - 1964 
Old Ganish Mills Bidg . - 

Kishan Ganj, Dalbi- 6 ) 
Rajasthan Cablo Industries Vulcanized rubber Inyulated S . O . 3586 Renewal was datarrod attor 31 
Lid . , Kota (Rajasthan ) 

cables & Haxiblo cords - dr. 20 - 11 - 1985 10 -69 ; the liconcc is now to 
IS : 434 ( Part I & II ) 

bo treated as lapsed after that 
1964 

date . 
- Central Insecticides & Fertili- DDT water disperajble S . O . 410 Deferred after 31-8 -1971 

zers , ito Industrial Estate , powder concentrates - dt. 5 - 2 - 1966 
Indore ( M . P . ) 

IS : 565- 1961 
Bharat Pulverising Mills , Graphite for use as foundry S . O . 3251 Renewal was deferred after 31- 5 
Pvt Ltd , Chinchpokli Cross facing materials 

dt. 19 - 2 - 1966 1969 ; the licence is now to be 
Lane Byculla , Bombay IS : 1305 - 1963 

treated as lapsed after that date 
Power Cables, Pvt Ltd , Mild steel wire for general S . O . 851 Renewal was deferred after 31- 3 

Vithalwadi, Kalyan (Maha- engineering purposes — dt. 19 - 3 - 1966 1969 ; the licence is now to be 
rashtra ) IS : 280 - 1962 

treated as lapsed after that date 
Katia Steel Rolling Works , Structural steel (Standard S . O . 284. 

Deferred after 30 - 6 - 1971 
613 Barrackpore Trunk quality ) - IS : 226 | dt. 20 - 1 - I968 
Road , P . O . Agarapara , 24 , 1969 
Parganas (Office : 93 Park 
Street , Calcutta .) 
Do. 

Structural steel (standard S . O . 284 Deferred after 30 -6 - 1971 

quality ) - IS : 226 - 1969 dt. 20 - 1 - 1968 
Standard Mineral Products Malathion emulsifable S . O . 1470 Deferred after 31 - 8 - 1971 
Pvt Ltd , Subhas Nagar, concentrates 

dt. 27- 4 - 1968 
Jogeshwari ( Fast ), Bombay - TS -2567- 1963 

60 
Katia Steel Rolling Works , Hot rolled steel strips S . O . 4257 Deferred after 30 -6 - 1971 
613 B . T . Road , P . O . Agar - (balings ) IS : 1029 - 1970 dt, 30 - 11- 1968 
para , 24 Pargan49 ( Office : 

93 Park Street, Calcutta - 16 ) 
Agarwal Steel Industries , Structural steel (ordinary s . O , 1639 Renewal was deferred after 15 
M1701 - Maroshi Road ,Maral quality ) - IS : 1977 - dt. 3 - 5 - 1969 3 - 1970 ; the licence is now to 
Bombay. 1969 

be treated ag lapsed after that 
date . 


IL CM / L - 1155 

15 - 10 - 1985 


12 CM / L - 1169 

3 - 12 - 1965 


13 CM /- L - 1199 

18 - 1 - 1966 


T4 CM / L - 1207 

4 - 2 - 1966 


I5 CM L - 1589 

20 - 12 - 1967 


16 CM L - 1590 

20 - 12 - 1967 
17 CM L - 1647 

5 - 3 - 1968 


18 CV L - 1822 

28 - 10 - 1968 


19 CW / L - 1935 

17 - 3 - 1969 
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.. 


( 2 ) 


23 CM/ L - 2112 

16- 10 - 1969 


Parel Rolling MJIs, Kolshet 
Road ( Near Power House ) 
Thana 


Structural steel ( star dards . . 4849 
quality) --IS : 226 - 1969 dt. 6 - 12 - 1960 


Renewal was defeltd atter 15 . 

10 - 1970 : the licerce is not to 
be treated as lapsed after that 
date . 


21 CMIL- 2113 

16 - 10- 1969 


Do. 


Structuro ) steel (ordinary S . O . 4849 
quality . IS : 1977 dt . 6 - 12- 1969 

1969 


12 CM/L2140 

31 - 10 -1969 


Agro- IndustrialChemicals Co, Dieldrin emulsifiable cor - 
Rudrapur. Distt : Najpital centrates - IS : 1094 

1962 


S . O . 4849 
dt, 6 - 12- 1969 


Renewal was deferred after 

15 -10-1970 : the licer.ce isnow 
to be treated as lapsed after 

that date . 
Rerewolwoxdeferred aftw 31 - 10 

1970 : the licerce is now to be 
treated as lapsed after that 
date . 
I.apsed after 21 - 5 -1971 . 


23 CM/ L - 2334 

29 - 5 -1970 


Shri Laxmi Mineral Indus - BHCdusting powders - S . O . 2802 
tries . 2 / 2 . Dr R . N . Tagore IS : 561 - 1962 

dt. 22 - 8 -1970 
Road . Calcutta - 57 
Pesticides India , Udaipur Malathion water dispera- S . O . 3429 
( Rajasthan ) 

ible powder concentrates - dr. 24 - 10 - 1970 

IS : 2569 -1963 


24 CM/ L - 2348 

19 - 6 -1970 


Renewal was deferred after 30 . 

6 - 1971 ; the licence is now to 
be treated as lapsed after thet 

date . 
Lapsed after 31 - 7 - 1971 . 


25 CM/ L - 2376 

27 - 7 - 1970 


Deferred after 15- 8 - 1977 . 


26 CM/ L - 2381 

31 - 7 -1970 


The Bharat Plywood & Tim - Plywood for general pur- S . O . 2109 

ber Products PvtLtd ., Ball- poses - IS : 303 - 1960 dt . 29 - 5 - 1971 
apatam (Kerala Office : 
Fort Road. P. O . Box 21 , 

Cannanore - 1 , ( Kerala ) 
Bramhappa Tayanappanavar Compounded feed for S . O . 2109 

Pvt . Ltd , Krishnaraja Road , cattle - IS : 2052 - 1968 dt, 19 - 3 -1971 
Post Rox No. 7 . Davangere 

(Mysore State ) 
Turicorin Salt Rcfinerics Ltd , L ght magnesium car - S . O . 57 

Urani Extension sal Fac - bonare for cosmetic dt . 2 - 1 - 1971 
tory . Titicorin - 4 (Office : industry - IS 2528 - 1963 
28 , West Grest Cottion Road , 

Turicorin- 2 ) 
Artee Minerals , 15/7, Mathura Endrin EC - I$ : 1310 - . S. O . 3349 
Road , Faridabad ( Haryana ) 1958 

___ dt . IT - 9 - 1971 


27 CM/ L - 2298 

31 - 8 -1970 


Lapsed after 15- 9 - 1071. 


28 CM/ L - 2408 

___ II - 9 - 1970 


Deferred after 15-9- 1971 . 


( No. CMD /13:14] 


( भारतीय मानक संस्था ) 

मई दिल्ली, 9 नवम्बर, 1971 
एस० पी० 2402. - नीधे जिन प्रमाणन मुहर लाइसेंसों के ब्यौरे अनुसूची में दिए गए है या तो वे रह हो गए है प्रषवा उनका 
मयीकरण स्थगित कर दिया गया है : 

अनुसूची 


- 


- 


क्रम 
संख्या 


लाइसेंस सं० प्रौर जारी लाइसेंसधारी का नाम और वस्तु प्रक्रिया और 
करने की तारीख 

पौर पता 

सत्सम्बन्धी : पदनाम 


एस प्रो सं० तिथि, जिस 
गजट में सूचना छपी 


विवरण 


( 1) 


( 2 ) 


( 3) 


( 4) 


(5 ) 


( 6) 


1 


के 


सी एम / एल -14 
3 - 9 - 1956 


दि मेटल रोलिंग वसं प्रा०, चद्दर , पत्तियों भौर एस मार पो 205231 - 8 - 1971 
लि० , 104, सियान - छल्ले 

दिनांक 15 - 9 - 1956 बाद स्थगित 
मटुंगा स्टेट, सियान IS : 21 - 1959 
बम्बई - 22 
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( 1) 


( 2) 


( 3) 


2 सी एम / एल - 45 

20 - 1 - 1958 


AR 


3 सी एम / एल - 166 

8 - 2 - 1960 


सी एम / एल - 280 
13 - 3 - 1961 


5 


सी एम / एल - 335 
24 - 8 - 1961 


बी एस एण्ड कं०, 33 बोनं चाय की पेटियों के लिए एस० प्रो० 13 31 - 1- 1987 के 
रोड , कलकत्ता 

प्लाइवुड के तख ते - - दिनांक 15 - 2 --1958 
IS : 10 - 1964 

स्थगित किया गया 
था अब उसी तिथि 
से इसको र माना 

आए । 
प्रमान टिम्बर इंडस्ट्रीज चाय की पेटियों के एस पी 427 

29 - 2 - 1968 के 
लि०, 26, चितरंजन लिए प्लाइवुड के दिनांक 20 - 2 - 1970 बाद यह लाइसेस स्थ 
ऐवेन्यू , कलकत्ता सख्ते - - 

गित किया गया था 
IS : 10 - 1964 

अब उसी तिथि से 

रह माना जाए । 
जय श्री प्लाइवुड इंडिया चाय की पेटियों के लिए एस मो 816 15 - 3 - 1967 के 
एक्सचेंज कलकत्ता प्लाइवुड के तखते -- दिनांक 15 - 4 - 1961 बाद यह लाइसेंस स्थ 
IS : 10 - 1964 

गित किया गया था 
अब उसी तिथि से 

रह माना चाए । 
ऐल्फा इलेक्ट्रिक एण्ड इंजी एक फेजी छोटे ऐसी एस भो 2214 14- 9 - 1965 के 
5०, 30, कालीकट स्ट्रीट, और यूनिवर्सल बिजली दिनांक 16 - 9 - 1981 बाद यह लाइसेंस 
बलई रेट , बम्बई के मोटर , ए श्रेणी 

स्थगित किया गया 
के रोधन लगे -- 

था अब उसी तिथि 
IS : 996 - 1964 

से रद माना जाए । 
भारत प्लाईवर एण टिम्बर चाय की पेटियों के एस मो 2845 31 - 9 -1986 के 
प्रोडक्टस प्रा . लि . , लिए प्लाइवुर के दिनांक 15- 0 --1962 बाद यह लाइसेंस 
फनोर उत्तरी मालावार 

स्थगित किया गया 
IS : 10 - 1984 

पा मब उसी तिथि 

से रद माना जाए । 
भारत पुलवराइजिंग मिल्स पाराथियोन का पायस . एस पो 2372 15 - 8 - 1971 के 
प्रा . लि . , चकला , अंधेरी- नीयतेज द्रव -- दिनांक 24 - 8 - 1983 बाव स्थगित । 
कुला रोड, बम्बई 69 IS : 2129 - 1962 
कार्यालय 38 ए, ( सयानी 

रोड, बम्बई - 28 ) 
इंडियन मैलियेबल कास्टिग्ज साइकिल फेम - - एस मो 808 

15 - 2 - 1967 के 
लि० , डाकघर डोमछछि IS : 823- 1963 दिनांक 22 - 2 - 1984 बाद यह लाइसेंस 
जिला हजारीबाग ( बिहार ) 

स्थगित किया गया 
पा पब उसी तिथि 

से रह माना जाए । 
रेडियो एण्ड इलेक्ट्रिकल पानी के घरेलू जलमापी एस प्रो 3487 15 - 9 - 1971 के 
मैन्यू० के० लि०, मैसूर शुष्क डायल टाइप 15 दिनांक 3 - 10 - 1984 बाद स्थगित 

रोड, पोस्ट बाक्स सं06 मिमी 20 मिमी और 
बंगलौर - 26 (मैसूर ) 25 मिमी साइज 

IS : 779 -- 1968 


6 


सी एम / एल - 448 
24 - 8 - 1982 


7 


सी एम /एल - 563 
18 - 7 - 1963 


8 सीएम / एल - 618 

10- 1 - 1964 


७ 


सी एम / एल - 747 
27 - 7 - 1984 


AN 
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( 1) 


( 2) 


( 3 ) 


( 5 ) 


( 8 ) 


के 


10 सी एम एल - 1009 

9 - 2-- 1965 


यू० पी० कैबल कं0, 4 डी जडऊ वारिंग के लिए एस प्रो 987 3 1 - 8 - 1971 
एल एफ इंडस्ट्रियल एरिया , वीआई आर केबल - दिनांक 27 - 3--1965 बाद स्थगित 
नजफगढ़ रोड नई दिल्ली IS : 434 ( भाग 
( कार्यालय : पुरानी गणेश 122 ) -1964 
मिल्स बिल्डिंग , किणम 
गंज , दिल्ली - 6 


11 सी एम / एल - 1155 

15 - 10-- 1965 


राजस्थान केबल इंडस्ट्रीज वल्कनीकृत रबड़रोधित एम प्रो 3586 
लि०, कोटा ( राजस्थान ) केबल और लचकीली दिनांक 20 - 11 - 1965 

डोरियां 
IS : 434 ( भाग 
122 )-~1984 


31 - 10 - 1971 के 
बाद इस लाइसेंस 
को स्थगित कर 
दिया गया था अब 
उसी तिथि से रद्द 
माना जाए । 


के 


12 सी एम / एल - 1169 

31-- 12 - 1965. 


31 - 8 -- 1971 
बाद स्थगित । 


सेंट्रल इसेक्टीसाइड्स एण्ड डी डी टी जल विमर्ज - एस मो 410 
फर्टिलाइजर्स 110, इंड - नीय तेज चूर्ण - - दिनांक 5 - 2 -1966 
स्ट्रियल इस्टेट, इन्दौर IS : 585 - 1961 
( म० प्र० ) 


13 सी एम एम - 1199 

18 - 1 - 1966 


भारत पुल्वराइजिंग मिल्स फाउंडियों में फेम देने एस ओ 525 

प्रा . लि० , चिचंपोकलीक्राम की सामग्री के रूप में दिनांक 19 - 2 - 1966 
लेन , वाइकूला, बम्बई ग्रेफाइट---- 

IS : 1305 - 1963 


31 - 5 - 1969 के 
बाद इस लाइसेंम 
का नवीकरण स्थ 
गित किया गया था 
अब उसी तिथि में 
रद्द माना जाए । 


14 सी एम / एल - 1207 

11 - 2 - 1966 


पावर केबल प्रा० लि० , इंजीनियरिंग कार्यो के एस० भो० 851 

31 - 3 - 1969 के 
विठ्ठलवाडी, कल्याण, लिए गृह इस्पात के दिनांक 19 - 3 - 1966 बाद इस लाइसेंस 
( महाराष्ट्र ) तार - -- 

का नवीकरण स्थगित 
IS : 280 - 1982 

किया गया था अब 
उसी तिथि मे रह माना 
जाए । 


के 


30 - 6 - 1971 
बाद स्थगित । 


15 सी एम / एल -1589 कटिया स्टील रोलिग वर्क्स, संरचना इस्पात ( मानक एस ओ 284 
20 --12 - 1967 6/ 3, बैरकपुर ट्रेकरोड , किस्म )---- दिनांक 20 - 1 - 1988 

डाकघर अगरपाड़ा 24 ~ IS : 226 - 1969 
परगना ( कार्यालय 93 
पार्क स्ट्रीट , कलकत्ता - 16 ) 


16 


के 


सी एम / एल - 1590 
20 - 12- 1967 


मंरचना इस्पात एस पो 284 30 - 6 - 1971 

( साधारण किस्म ) --- दिनांक 20 - 1 -1968 बाद स्थगित । 
IS: 1977 - 1969 


के 


17 सी एम / एल - 1647 स्टैण्र्डड मिनरल प्रोडक्ट्स प्रा० मालाथियोन पायसनीय एस पो 1470 
5 - 3 - 1968 लि० ,सुभाषनगर, जोगेश्वरी सेज द्रव ; 

दिनांक 27 - 4 - 1968 
( पूर्व ), बम्बई - 60 IS: 2567 - 1963 


31 -- 8 - 1971 
बाद स्थगित । 
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1 


- - .- . - . 


2 

5 

. -.... - - - - - 
18 मी एम / एल - 1822 कटिया स्टील रोलिग वपस , वांधने के लिए गर्म एम ओ 4257 30 - 6 - 1971 के 
28 - 10 - 1968 6 / 8 बी०टी रोड, डाक - राल्ड स्पान की दिनांक 30- 11- 1963 बाद स्थगित । 

घर प्रगपाड़ा, 24 परगना पत्तियां - -- 
( कार्यालय 93 पार्क स्ट्रीट , IS: 1029 - 1970 

कलकला - 16 
19 सी एम / एल - 1935 अग्रवाल स्टील इंडस्ट्रीज़ , मंरचना इम्पात ( माधा- एम प्रो 1639 15-- 3- 1970 के 
17 - 3 - 1969 मरोल मरोषी रोड, मरोल रण किस्म ) - - दिनांक 3 - 5 --1969 बाद इम लाइसस 
बम्बई IS : 1967 - 1969 

का नवीकरण स्थ 
गित किया गया था 
अब उसी तिथि से 

रद्द माना जाए । 
20 मी एम / एल - 2112 पटल लिग मिल्म , मंरचना इस्पात ( मानक एम पी 4849 15 - 10 - 1970 के 
16 - 10 - 1969 ( कोलशेत रोड ( पावर . किस्म ) ---- दिनांक 6 - 12 - 1969) बाद इस लाइसेंस का 
हा उम के समीप ) IS : 226 - 1969 

नबीकरण स्थगित 
किया गया था अब 
उमी तिथि में रह 

माना जाए । 
21 सी एम / एल - 2113 

मंरचना इस्पात म ओ० 48 -19 , 15 - 10 - 1970 के 
16 - 10 - 1969 

( माधारण किस्म ) ---- दिनांक 6 - 12- 1969 बाद इम लाइसेंस 
IS : 1977 - 1969 

का नवीकरण स्थ 
गित किया गया था 
अव उसी तिथि में 

र माना जाए । 
22 मी एम / एल - 21 .10 ग्रो -इंडस्ट्रियल केमिकल्म डाइल्ड्रिन पायमनीय एस या 4849 31 - 10 - 1970 के 
31 - 10 - 1969 कं०, भद्रपुर , जिला नैनीताल नेज द्रव---- दिनांक 6 - 12 - 1969 बाद इम लाहम 

IS : I 05.!-- 1962 

का नवीकरण स्थगित 
कार दिया गया था 
अब उसी तिथि म 

रद्द माना चाए । 
23 सीएम / एल - 2334 श्री लक्ष्मी मिनरल इंडस्ट्रीज , बी एच मो धुलन एस श्री 2802 31 - 5 - 1971 के 
19- 5 - 1970 2/ 2 डा० आर०एन० टैगोर पाउडर - - दिनांक 22 - 8 - 1970 बाद रद्द 

रोड, कलकत्ता - 57 IS : 561 -- 1962 
24 सी एम एल - 2348 पेस्टीसाइडम इंडिया उदय - मालाथियोन जलविस - एम या 3424) 30 - 6 - 1971 के 
19 - 6 -- 1970 पुर ( गजस्थान ) 

जनीय तेज चूर्ण - - दिनांक 24 - 1 - 1970 बाद इम लाइसेंस का 
IS: 2569 -- 1963 

नवीकरण स्थगित 
किया गया था अब 
उसी तिथि मे रह 

माना जाए । 
25 मी एम एल - 2376 दि भारत प्लाइवुड एड मामान्य कार्यों के लिए एस प्री 2109 

31 - 7 - 1971 के 
27 - 7 -- 1970 दिम्बर प्रोडक्ट्रम प्रा० लि . प्लाईवर----- दिनांक 29 - 5 - 1971 बाद रह । 

बलियापदम ( केरल ) IS : 303 - 1960 

कार्यालय :फोर्ट रोड , 
डाकघर बाक्म 21, कनोर - 1 
( केरल ) ] 


- 


+ 


- 


- 


. 


- 


- 


. 
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( 2 ) 


( 3 ) 


( 4 ) 


( 5 ) 


( 6 ) 


26 मी एम/ एल - 2381 

31 -- 7 - 1970 


27 सी एम / एल -- 2398 

31 - 8 -- 1970 


ब्रह्मप्पा तवनप्पानवर प्रा० पशुओं के लिए मिश्रित एम प्रो 2109 15 - 8--1971 के 
लि० , कृष्णराज रोड, आहार -- 

29-- 5 -- 1971 बाय स्थगित । 
पोस्ट बाक्म सं० 7, IS : 2052- 1968 

दवनगिर (मैसूर राज्य ) 
तूतीकोरन साल्ट रिफाइन - श्रृंगार प्रसाधन उद्योग एस प्रो 57 15- 9 - 1971 के 
नरोज , यरानी एक्सटेशन के लिए मैगनीशियम दिनांक 2 - 1 --1971 बाद रदद 
माल्ट फैक्टरी, तूतीकोरन -- कार्बोनेट 
4 (कार्यालय : 283 IS : 2528- 1963 
वेस्ट ग्रेट कटिन रोड, 
सूतीकोरन - 2 ) 
भारती मिनरल्म , 15 / 7, एन्ड्रिन का पायसनीय एस भो 3349 

15 -- 9 - 1971 के 
मथुरा रोड, फरीदाबाद तेज दव -- 

दिनांक . 1 - 9 - 14971 बाद स्थगित 
( हरयाणा ) 

IS : 1310 - 1958 


28 मी एम / एल - 2408 

11 - 9 -- 1970 


- 


[ सं० मी० एम० डी० / 13: 14 ] 

New Delhi 19th November 1971 
s . 0 . 2403, - 11 pursuallae of sub - regulation ( 1 ) of Regulation Softhe Indian Standards Institution ( Certification Marks ) Regulations, 
1955 23 amended from timeto time, the Indian Standards Institution hereby notifies that twenty one licencos , particulars of which are 
given in the following Schedule , have been granted during the month of Soptember 1971 authorising the licercees to use the Stard 
ard Marks : 

THE SCHEDULE 


Si . 
No. 


Name and Address of the Licongcc 


Liecnco No . 

( CM/ L - ) 


Poriod of Validity 


Article /ProcC & s covered by the 

Licence and the Relevant 
IS : Designation 


From 


To 


( 1) 


( 2 ) 


( 5 ) 


I CM/ L - 2757 

I - 9 - 1971 


16- 9 -1971 


2 CMIL - 2758 

7 - 9 - 1971 


16- 9 -1971 


15- 0 - 1972 Krishna Minore and Traders, 12 , Indus - BHC Dusting Powdars 

trial Area , Jaipur Wast , Jaipur ( Raj- IS : 581 -1562. 
aştben ) having their officeat i Gohloto 

Bhawan , Now Colony Road , Jaipur - I 
15 - 9 - 1972 Multiplex Agro Industrias (Pvt .) Ltd , Aldrin Dusting Powdors 

Plot No. 184 / II & 12, Naroda Indus - 18 : 1308- 1958 . 

tries Estate Naroda , Ahmedabad 2 
15- 9 - 1972 Ghal s Private Limitod , W / 3 , Industrial , Plywood tca -chest battent 
Arca, Yamuna Nagar 

IS : 10 - 1964 . 


16 - 9 - 1971 


3 CM/ L - 2759 

10 - 9 - 1971 


16- 9 - 1971 


16 - 9 - 1971 


4 GMIL - 2780 

___ 13 - 9 -1971 
S CM/ L -3761 

13- 9 -1971 
6 CM/ L -2762 

13- 9 - 1971 


16- 9 - 1971 


16- 7 - 1971 


7 CM/ L - 2763 

13- 9 -1971 


15- 9 - 1972 Allied Industrial Traders, 55- B , Wazir Single Barrel Strirruy , Pump 
Hasan Road , Lucknow - I 

____ IS : 1971 -1965. 
15 - 0 - 1972 BaiJ Nath Asharfi Lall , D . C . Road . Common Prooted Pauling ( Tare 
Ambala Cantt . 

paulins ) - 18 : 2089 - 1962. 
15- 9 - 1972 Jolly Steel IndustrielPvt. Ltd ., 32 , Nagar Structural Staal ( Standard Oug 

Road, Poong - 14 havirg their office lity ) 

at 23, Bund Garden Road , POONA - I IS : 226 - 1969. 
15- 9 - 1972 

Do. 

Structural Stoel (Ordinary Quali 
ty ) 

is : 1977 - 1969. 
15 - 0 - 1972 Luz Electrical ( P ) Ltd . 133 , Ballaghata Luminairog for Street Lighting 

Main Road , Calcutta - 10 (Wost Bongal) , IS : 2149 - 1970 . 
_ having their office at 30 Chittaranjan 

Avenue, Calcutta (West Bengal) 
IC- 0 - 1972 Chemicals and Plastics India Ltd ., Rigid Non -metallic Conducts for 

Raman Nagar,Metiur Dam - 3 , Salam Electrical Installations 
Distt . ( Tamil Nadu ) having their Office IS : 2509 - 1963. 
ar 175/ I Mount Road , Madras - 2 
( Tamil Nadu ) 


16- 9 - 1971 


8 CM/ L - 2764 

13- 9 - 1971 


16 - 9 - 1971 


9 CM/ L - 2765 

13 - 9- 1971 


ना 
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( I ) ( 2 ) 

( 4 ) ( 5) 

( 6 ) 
10 CM/ L - 2766 

16 - 9 - 1971 15- 9 - 1972 Indo-Japan Stells Limited, s/ I , G . T . Cold Rolled Steel Strips ( Box 
14 - 9 - 1971 

Road , Belur, Howrah having their Strappings ) - IS : 5872 - 1970 . 
office at II , Govt . Place ( East ) , Cal 

cutta- I . 
IH CM/ L - 2767 

16 - 9 - 1971 IS- 9 - 1972 Pilsnor Breweries India Ltd, Arlem Unit , Becr - IS : 3865 - 1966 . 
16 - 9 - 1971 

Arlem Margao - Borim Road , Margao , 
Goa , having their ( flice at Chowgule 

House Murmugao Harbour, Gos . 
12 CM/ L - 2768 

16 - 9 -1971 15- 9- 1972 BangalorePesticides Ltd , Ioth Milestons BHC Water Dispersible Powder 
____ 16 - 9 - 197I 

Tumkur Road , Bangalore - 22, having Concentrates -- IS : 562 - 1562 . 
their office at 9 - B , Palace Road , 

Bangalore - IB 
13 CM/ L - 2769 16- 9 -1971 15 - 9- 1972 

Do. 

DDT Water Dispersible Powder 
16- 9 - 1971 

Concentrates - IS : 565 - 1971 
14 CM/ L - 2770 

16- 9 - 1971 15- 9 -1972 Bangalore Pesticides Ltd . , I0th Mile - Copper Oxychloride Wator D . s 
16 - 9 -1971 

stone, Tumkur Road, Bangalore - 22, persible Powder ConcatunMES 
having their office at 9 - B , Palace Road, IS : 1507 - 1966 . 

Bangalore -1B. 
15 CM/ L - 2771 

16- 9 - 1971 15- 9 -1972 Industrial Minerals & Chemicals Co. Thiometon Emulsifiable Con 
___ 16 - 9 - 1971 

Pvt . Limited , Kurla -Marol Road , centrates -- IS : 3905- 1966. 
Chakala , Andheri, Bombay - 58 , hav 
ing their office at 125, Narayan Dhry 

Street , Nagdevi , Bombay - 3 . 
16 CM/ L - 2772 16 - 9 - 1971 15 - 9 -1972 

Do. 

Dichlorvos Emulsifihlo Concen 
16 - 9 - 1971 

1 rates - IS : 5277 - 1969. 
17 CM/ L - 2773 

16 - 9 -1971 15- 9 - 1972 Angus Company Limited , P . O . Angus, (i) DW - Flour Jute Cloth – IS : 
16- 9 - 1971 

Hooghly , having their cfficcat 3 Clivo 3966 - 1967 . 
Row , Calcutta - I . 

( ii) DW- Flour Bags-IS : 3984 

1967 . 
18 CM/ L - 2774 

r - 10 - 1971 30 - 9 - 1972 Associated Instrumert Murufscturers Apparatus used in Le- Chate 
I7 - 9- 1971 

( India ) Pvt. Ltd ., 35 , Najafgarh Rd ., leir T est - IS : 5514 - 1969. 
Now Delhi- 15, having their office at 
Sunlight Building, 26/ 27, Asat Ali 

Road , Now Delhi, 
19 CM/ L - 2775 

1 -10 -1971 30 - 9 -1972 Ronald Engireers , 7/ B, Kumar Dangu Door Closers ( IIydraulically Re 
17- 9 -1971 

Road , Calcutta- 46 , 

gulatod) - IS : 3564 - 1966. 
20 CM/ L - 2776 

1 - 10 - 1971 30 - 9 - 1972 Ahmedabed StoelCraft & RollingMills , Rolled Stecl Sectiors,FB for 
27 - 9 - 1971 

Near Odhav Bus Stand , Ahmedahad- Doors , Windows, Ventilators - 
21, having their office at Gupta IS : 1038- 1968 . 
Chambers near Begecha mills, out 
sidc Sarangpur Gate , Sarangpur , 

Almodabad - 2 ( Gujarat ) 
21 CM/ L - 2777 1 -10- 1971 30 - 9 -1972 Fort Gloster Industries Ltd, ( Unit - A -Twi ]] Jute Bags - IS : 1943 

New Mill) Fort Gloster ( Distt . Howrah 1964. 
27 - 9 - 1971 

West Bengal having their office at 21, 
Strand Road, Calcutta , 

INo. CMD/13 : 11 ] 

S . K . SEN, 

Director General. 
नई दिल्ली , 19 नवम्बर, 1971 
एस० पी० 2403. - - समय समय पर संशोधित भारतीय मानक संस्था ( प्रमाणन चिह्न ) विनियम 1955, के विनियम 8 के 
उपविनियम ( 1 ) के अनुसार भारतीय मानक संस्था की ओर से अधिसूचित किया जाता है कि 21 लाइसेंस जिनके ब्यौरे नीचे अनुसूची में दिए 
गए हैं , लाइसेंसधारियों को मानक सम्बन्धी मुहर लगाने का अधिकार देते हुए स्वीकृत किए गए हैं : 

अनुसूची 
लाइसेंस संख्या वैधता की अवधि 

लाइसेंसधारी का नाम और पता लाइसेंस के अधीन वस्तु 
संख्या ( सी एम / एल - ) 

से तक 

प्रक्रिया और तत्सम्बन्ध ) 

भारतीय मानक 
(1 ) ( 2) 

( ३) ( 4) 
1. सी एम / एल - 2757 16- 9- 1971 16 - 9 - 1972 कृष्ण माइनर्स एण्ड ट्रेडर्स , 12, बी एच सी धूलन पाउर--- 
1 - 8 - 1971 

इंडस्ट्रियल एरिया , जयपुर IS : 661 - 1962 
पश्चिम जयपुर ( राजस्थान ) 
(कार्यालय : गहलौत भवन , 
म्यू , कालोनी रोड, जयपुर- 1 ) 


- 


ATTA 


- 


- 
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( 1) ( 2 ) ( 3 ) 

( 5 ) 

- - - - 
2. सी एम / एल - 2758 16 - 9 - 1971 15 - 9 - 1971 माल्टीप्लेक्स ऐग्रो इंडस्ट्रीज एलिन धूलन पाउडर - - 
7 - 9 - 1971 

( प्रा० ) लि० प्लाट सं० 184 / IS : 1308 - 1958 
11 और 12, नरोडा इंडस्ट्रीज 

इस्टेट, नरोडा, अहमदाबाव - 2 
3 . सी एम / एल - 2759 16 - 9 - 1971 15 - 9 - 1972 धई प्राइवेट लिमिटेड , उब्ल्यू / 3, चाय की पेटियों के लिए 
10 - 9 - 1971 

इंडस्ट्रियल एरिया , यमुना नगर प्लाइवुड की पट्टियां - 

IS : 10 - 1964 
4 . सी एम / एल - 2760 16 - 9 - 1971 15 - 91972 एलाइड इंडस्ट्रियल ट्रेडर्स , एक नाली वाले पायदान 
13 - 9 - 1971 

55 - बी , वजीर हसन रोड, लगे पम्प 
लखनऊ - 1 

IS : 1971 - 1965 
5 . सी एम / एल - 2761 16 - 9 - 1971 15 - 9 - 1972 बैजनाथ अशरफीलाल , डी० सी० सामान्य जलसहकृत तिर 
13- 9 - 1971 

रोड, अम्बाला छावनी 

पाल - - 

IS: 2089 - 1962 
6 . सी एम / एल - 2762 16 - 9 - 1971 15 - 9 - 1972 जाली स्टील इंडस्ट्रीज प्रा . लि . , संचरना इस्पात (मानक 
13 - 9 - 1971 

32 - नगर रोड , पूना - 14, किस्म ) - - 
इनका कार्यालय 23, बंद गार्डन IS : 226 - 1969 

रोड, पूना - 1, में है 
7. सी एम / एल - 2763 16 - 9 - 1971 15 - 9 - 1972 

मंरचना इस्पात ( मा परण 
13 - 9 - 1971 

किस्म ) - - 

IS : 1977 - 1969 
8 . सी एम / एल - 2764 16 - 9 - 1971 15 - 9 - 1972 लज इलेक्ट्रिकल ( प्रा० ) लि० , गलियों में विद्यत प्रकाश - - 
13- 9 - 1971 

133, वेलियाघाट मेन रोड , IS : 2149 -1970 
कलकत्ता - 10 ( पं० बंगाल ) , 
इनका कार्यालय 30 चित्तरंजन 
एवेन्यू , कलकत्ता ( प . बंगाल 


16 - 9 - 1971 


9. सी एम / एल - 2765 

13 - 9 - 1971 


15 - 9 - 1972 केमिकल्स एण्ड प्लास्टिक्स लि० , बिजली संस्थापनो के लिए 

रमन नगर , मेटूर बांध - 3, अनम्य अधत्विक तार 
सेलम जिला ( तमिल नाडु ) , - नलियां - - 
इनका कार्यालय 175/ 1 माउंट IS: 2509 - 1963 
रोड, मद्रास - 2 ( तमिल नाडु ) 

में है 
15 -- 9 - 1972 इन्डो - जापान स्टील लि0 , 5/ 1, ( बक्से बांधने के लिए ) 

जी० टी० रोड , वेलर , हावड़ा, इस्पात की पत्तियां ठंडी 
इनका कार्यालय 11 , गवर्नमेंट बेल्लित 
प्लेस ( पूर्व ), कलकत्ता -- 1 में IS: 5872 - 1970 


16 - 9 - 1971 


10 सी एम / एल - 2766 

14 - 9 - 1971 


11. सी एम / एल - 2767 

16 - 9 - 1971 


16 - 9 - 1971 


15 - 9 -1972 पिल्मनर ब्रुअरीज इंडिया लि०, बियर 

अर्लेम युनिट , अर्लेम मारगानो - TS : 3865 - 1966 
बोरिम रोड, मारगाग्रो , गोवा , 
इनका कार्यालय चौगूले हाउस 
मारमूगाप्रो बन्दरगाह, गोवा , 
में है 


SEC. 3 (ii ) ] 
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. - ....- - - - - - -- 


- - 


- - - 


16 - 9 - 1971 


12 मो एमाल - 2768 

16 - 9 -- 1971 


16 - 9 - 1971 


13. सी एम / एल - 2769 

____ 16 - 9 - 1971 


16 - 9 - 1971 


14. सी एम एल - 2770 

16 -- 9 - 1971 


15 - 9 - 1972 बंगलौर पेस्टीसाइड्स लि . , 10 वां बी एच सी जल बिसर्जनीय 

मील , टुम्कुर रोड, बंगलौर - 22 तेज चूर्ण - - 
( कार्यालय 9- बी , पैलेस रोड , IS: 562 - 1962 

बंगलौर - 1 बी ) 
15 - 9 - 1972 

ही डी टी जल विसर्जनीय 
तेज चूर्ण ---- 

IS : 565 - 196। । 
15 - 9 - 1972 

तांबा पाक्सीक्लोराइड जल 
विसर्जनीय तेज चूर्ण : 

IS : 1507 - 1966 
15 - 9 - 1972 इंडस्ट्रियल मिनरल्स एण्ड थायोमिटोन पायसनीय तेज 

केमिफल्म कं० प्रा० लि० , द्रव - -- 
कुर्ला-मरोल रोड, नकला , IS : 3905 - 1966 
अधेरी, बम्बई - 58, इनका 
कार्यालय 125, नारायण ध्रु . 
स्ट्रीट, नागदेवी , बम्बई - 3, 


16 - 9 - 1971 


15. सी एमएन - 2771 

16 - 9 - 1971 


में है 


16. सी एम / एल - 2772 

16 - 9 - 1971 


17. मी एम एल - 2773 

16 - 9 - 1971 


18. सी एम / एल - 2774 

17- 9 - 1971 


16 -- 9 - 1971 15 - 9 - 1972 

डाइक्लोरवोस पायसनीय 
तेज द्रव 

IS : 5277 - 1969 
16- 9 - 1971 15 - 9 - 1972 अंगस कम्पनी लिमिटड , डाकघर ( 1 ) प्राटे के लिए दुहरी 

अगस , हुगली, इनका कार्यालय परत का पटसन कपड़ा - - 
3 , क्लाइव रो , कलकत्ता 1 में है IS : 3966 --1967 

( 2 ) दोहरी परत के प्राटे 

के बोरे - - 

IS : 3984 - 1967 
1 - 10 - 1971 30 - 9 - 1972 एसोसियेटेड इंस्टरूमेण्टम मैन । ला - शातलियर परीक्षण में 

( इंडिया ) प्रा० लि० , 35, उपयोग के लिए उपकरण - - 
नजफगढ़ रोड , नई दिल्ली - 15 , IS : 5514 - 1969 
इनका कार्यालय सनलाइट 
बिल्डिंग 26 / 27, आसफ अली 

रोड, नई दिल्ली में है 
1 - 10 - 1971 30 - 9 - 1972 रोनाल्ड इंजीनियर्स , 7/ बी , ओर-क्लोजर ( द्रव नियं 

कमर उंगा रोड , कलकत्ता - 46 वित ) - - 

IS : 3564 - 1966 
1 - 10 - 1971 30 - 9 - 1972 अहमदाबाद स्टील क्राफ्ट एण्ड एफ - 7 बी दरवाजों , 

रोलिंग मिल्स , निकट ऊधव खिड़कियों , रोशनदानों 
बस स्टेन्ट , अहमदाबाद - 21 , के लिए बेल्लित इस्पात 
इनका कार्यालय बेगेछा मिल्स के सेकान - - 
के निकट गुप्ता चैम्बर्स में , IS: 1038- 1968 
मारंगपुर गेट के बाहर , सांरंग 
पुर , अहमदाबाद - 2 ( गुज 
रात ) में है 


19. सी एम / एल - 2775 

17 - 9 - 1971 


20 . सी एम /एल - 2776 

27 - 9 - 1971 


- 


- - 


- 
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21. सी एम / एल - 2777 

27 - 9 - 1971 


1 - 10 -1971 : 30 - 9 - 1972 फोर्ट ब्लोस्टर इंडस्ट्रीज लि० , ए-टिवल पटसन बोरे -- 

( यूनिट- न्यू मिल ) फोर्ट टलो - IS: 1943 - 1964 
स्टर , (जिला हावड़ा ) प० 
बंगाल - इनका कार्यालय : 21, 
स्ट्रेण्ड रोड, कलकत्ता - में है । 


[ सं० सी एम डी / 13 :11] 

एम० के० सेन , 
महानिदेशक । 


( INDIAN STANDARDS INSTITUTION ) 


New Delhi, the 17th July 1972 


S . O . 2404. - - - In pursuance of sub -regulation ( 4 ) of regulation 14 of the Indian Standards Institution ( Certification Marks ) 
Regulation . 1955 as amended subriquently , the Indian Standards Institution hereby notifies that Certification Mark 
Licence No . CM / L - 2652 particulars ofwhich are given below , has been cancelled with effect from 16 May 1972 due to the closure of the 
business : 

THE SCHEDULE 


Licence No. und Date Name & Address of Licence 


Article/ process covered by the licence Relevant Indian Standard 

cancelled 


CM/ L - 2652 

३० - 3 - 1971 


Indian Oil Filtration Co ., Gas - operated relays for pipe bore 50 mm 

2 , Church Lane , Calcutta - I . Brand : - "IOF " 


IS : 3637 — 1966 Specification 
___ for gas operated rclas, 


[ No. CMD/ 55 : 2652( ET )] 

M . V . PATANKAR , 
DEPUTY DIRECTOR GENERAL , 


( भारीय मानक संस्था ) 

नई दिल्ली , 17 जुलाई, 1972 
एस० ओ० . 2404 .. ~ - समय समय पर संशोधित भारतीय मानक संस्था ( प्रमाणन चिह्न ) विनियम , 1955 के 
विनियम 14 के उपविनियम ( 4 ) के अनुसार भारतीय मानक संस्था द्वारा अधिसूचित किया जाता है कि लाइसेंस संख्या सी० एम /एल 
। 2652, जिसके ब्यौरे नीचे अनुसूची में दिये गये हैं , लाइसेंसधारी द्वारा धंधे को बन्द करने के कारण 16 मई , 1972 से रद्द कर दिया गया 


अनुसूची 


लाइसेंस संख्या और तिथि 


लाइसेंसधारी का नाम और पता 


तत्सम्बन्धी भारतीय मानक 


17 


रह किए गए लाइसेंस के अधीन वस्तु / 

प्रक्रिया 


सी एम / एल - 2652 

30 - 3 - 1971 


इंडियन प्रायल फिल्टरेशन कं० , 50 मिमी छेद वाले पाइप के लिए 
2, चर्च लेन , 

गैस चालित रिलेजा - - 
कलकत्ता - - 1 

मार्का : - पाई ओ एफ 


IS: 3637 - 1966 गैस 
चालित रिलेज़ की विशिष्टि 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


[सं० सी एम डी/ 55 :265 2 (इ टी )] 


एम० वी० पाटनकर, 
उप महानिदेशक । 
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ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA 

for respondent No. 2, Sri B . K . Ramachandra Rao , 

Additional Government Advocate , advocate for res 
New Delhi, the 22nd June 1972 

pondents Nos. 3 and 4 , and this Election Petition 
S . O . 2405 . - In pursuance of Section 106 of the Repre 

having stood over for consideration , the Court deli 

vered the following judgment this 7th day of Decem 
sentation of the People Act, 1951 (43 of 1951 ) the 
Election Commission hereby publishes the Order , pro 

ber , 1971. 
nounced on the 7th December, 1971 by the High Court 
of Mysore at Bangalore in Election Petition No. 1 of 

JUDGMEN . 
1971 . 

The petitioner who was a candidate at the election 
IN THE HIGH COURT OF MYSORE AT 

held in the month of March , 1971 , for Lok Sabha from 
BANGALORE 

Dharwar North Constituency in Mysore State , has 

Oled the abovc petition under section 81 of the Re 
Dated the 7th day of December , 1971 

presentation of People Act , 1951, (hereinafter referr 

ed to as the Act ) calling in question the election of 
BEFORE THE HON BLE MR , JUSTICE 

respondent - 1 to Lok Sabha from the said constituency 
E . S . VENKATARAMIAH . 

at the said election , Respondent – 5 was another 
ELECTION PETITION No. 1 / 1971 

candidate who contested the said election , Respon 

dent 2 is the Chief Election Commissioner of India . 
BETWEEN 

Respondent - 3 is the Chief Electoral Officer in the 
Rachappa Gangappa Wali, aged 46 years , residing 

State of Mysore . Respondent- 4 is the Returning 
ot 54 . Cluh Road , Hubli. — Petitioner. 

Omccr of Dharwar North Lok Sabha Constituency . 
Sri S . C . Javali. 

The grounds urged in the petition among others for 
Sri C . N . Kamath . 

dcclaring the clection of respondent - 1 to Lok Sabha 
(By Sri S . B . Chandrashekhar ) 

29 void were the following : 
Sri R . Venkateswara Rao and Smt. Bharathi R . ( 1 ) That the clection of respondent - 1 was void for 
Rao . 

the reason that votes recorded on spurious and non 
AND 

genuine ballot papers had been counted in her favour . 

According to the petitioner at the time of counting 
1. Smt. Sarojini Bindurao Mahishi, Ramanagar, of votes it was noticed that the voting marks placed 
Dharwar, at present residing at Delhi is 

on the election symbol Calf and Cow which had been 
Deputy Minister for Civil Aviation & Tourism , assigned to respondent - 1 were found in a large num 
Government of India . 

ber of ballot papers at the same point in all those 
2. The Chief Election Commissioner of India , New ballot papers ; that the colour of those marks appear 
Delhi. 

ed to be brighter than the marks on other ballot 
3. The Chief Electoral Officer, G .O . M ., Iligh 

papers and somewhat shining. It was urged that the 
Grounds, Bangalore - 1 . 

rubber stamping on the symbol calf and cow appear 

ed to have been done in many of the ballot papers 
4 . The Returning Onicer, Parliamentary Consti 

more than once and that was a matter of surprise to 
tuency , Dharwar North , Dharwar . 

the petitioner . It was also urged that in a large num 
5 . S . P . Sirur , c /o Krishna Bhavan , Hubli. — Res her of ballot papers no voting marks at all were found 
pondents . 

any where and they were declared as invalid ones. 
Sri R . M . Patil, Sri V . II. Ron , Sri L . G . Havanur, 

The petitioner and his agents did not know the reason 
Sri P . G . C . Chengappa and Sint. Malini 

for the existence of such features in many of the 

ballot papers . Thereafter , on further consideration , 
Mahishi for respondent No . 1 . 

the petitioner felt that the rubber stamping on large 
By Sri S . G . Sundaraswamy and Sri P . R . Srini 

number of ballot papers referred to above could not 
vasan for respondent No . 2 . 

have been made by human hand but must have been 
By Sri B . K . Ramachandra Rao , Additional Govern made by a mechanical process . The petitioner also 
ment Advocate , for respondents Nos . 3 and 4 . felt that there must have been a preplanned scheme 

and that some fraud had been committed in order to 
Election Petition filed by the petitioner under SCC secure the success of respondent- - 1 . According to 
tion 81 r / w section 100 of the Representation of the 

the allegations in the petition , the petitioner had 
People Act, 1951, challenging the election of the Res reason to believe that certain appreciable percentage 
pondent No, 1 to the House of the People from Dhir 

of ballot papers which were printed at Bangalore had 
war North Parliamentary constitucncy in the Mid 

been removed to Delhi and they were chemically 
term Elections held in the month of March , 1971, and treated at Delhi or that they were altogether removed 
seeking an order that ( 1 ) the election of the returned 

and replaced by another set of chemically treated 
candidate respondent No. 1 is void and her election 

papers . It was urged that the object of chemically 
is set aside ; ( ii ) the respondent No. 1 is guilty of 

Treating the ballot papers was to see that any voting 
corrupt practice within the meaning of Section 123 of 

mark made at the polling station on the symbols other 
R . P . Act, 1971 ; ( iii) this petitioner is declared as 

than the symbol calf and cow by the voters should 
having been duly elected ; ( iv ) this petition is allowed 

disappear by the time the ballot papers were taken 
with costs, and ( v ) for such other reliefs as may be 

up for counting and that on the symbol call and cow 
deemed fit and proper under the circumstances of the 

a certain mark made with a mechanical process ap 
case. 

pearing to be similar to the mark made by the voters 
This Election Petition coming cn for trial on 13th , in the polling station , which was invisible at the time 
14th , 15th , 16th , 20th , 21st and 30th days of Septem when the ballot papers were issued to the voters in 
ber . 1971, 4th , 5th , 6th , 7th ; 11th 12th 13th 14th . the polling station , should appear at the time they 
21st ; 25th ; 26th and 28th days of October , 1971, and were taken up for counting. In other words the peti 
2nd, 3rd , 4th , 8th , 9th , 10th ; 15th : 16th ; 17th ; tioner s case on this point was that on account of the 
18th . 22nd , 23rd , 29th and 30th days of Novemhes, 1971 chemical treatment of the hallot papers . votes which 
in the presence of Sri S . C . Javali. Sri C . N . Kamath , had been validly cast in favour of candidates other 
Sri S . B . Chandrashekhar, Sri R . Venkateswara R : 0 than respondent - 1 could not be counted in their 
and Smt Bharati R . Rao , advocates for the notitioner favour because they had disappeared by the time the 
and Sri R . M . Patil, Sri V . H . Ron . Sri L . G . Havil ballot papers were taken up for counting and that 
pur Sri P . G . C . Changappa , And Srimathi Malini the appcarance of marks which were invisihle at the 
Mahishi, Advocates for respondent No. 1 , Sri S . G . time when the ballot papers were issued at the poll 
Sundaraswamy and Sri P . R . Srinivasan , Advocates ing station , was responsible for counting those ballot 
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papers in favour of respondent - 1 . It was specifi papers were removed from the printing press to some 
cally urged that the tre tinent of ballot papers to other place for the purpose of treating them chemical 
achieve the above result could be made by using 15 ly , was also denied by them . It was also stated that 
per cent solution of stabilised sodium chlorite (Na C ) there was neither time nor opportunity to remove the 
02) and by drying the paper at low limperature , ballot papers to some other place for the purpose of 
When such a paper was stamped after a couple of chemical treatment. 
days of storing with methyl violet based stamping ink , 
the mark would gradually wear out within a period 

Respondent- 5 has been placed cxparte, 
of 24 to 48 hours. Thus at the end of that period , 
there would not be any mark at all on such paper. On the basis of the aforesaid pleadings, the follow 
It was also urged that it was possible to ing issues were fi amed on 13th August , 1977 : 
make an invisible mark made by using 5 per 

I. ( a ) Whether the petitioner proves that the 
cent solution of silver nitrate ( AgNO3 

rubber stamping on the symbol of cow and 
and 0 . 2 per cent indigosol pink I. R . extra 

calf on large number of ballot papers used 
on such paper visible after some time. It was stated 

in the election had been made by a mecha 
that by using ultra violet iight in a dark room , it was 

nical process on chemically treated ballot 
possible to detect bleached impressions of rubber 

papers and not by voters ? 
stamps and there were other methods by which the 
fact whether a ballot paper was chemically treated or 

( b ) Whether the petitioner proves that an ap 
not could be detected . It was urged tliat these ballot 

preciable percentage of ballot papers were 
papers were chemically treated as a part of a pre 

removed from Bangalorc to New Delhi bcfort 
planned scheme in order to see that candidates he 

the election and that the ballot papers SO 
longing to Congress ( R ) purly to which respondenter 

removed to New Delhi were brought bacic 
1 belonged succceded in the clection and in rioino 

after subjecting them to chemical treatment 
so the Election Commission had also colluded or con 

to be used in the clection ? 
nived . It was , therefore , urged that the election of 
respondent — 1 was liable to be set aside on that ac 

( c ) Whether the petitioner proves that a corrupt 
count. 

practice has been committed and that the 

result of the election is materially affected 
( 2 ) That the amendment of Rule 56 of the Conduct 

or is otherwise vitiated in the cvent of find 
of Election Rules (hereinafter referred to as the 

ings on Issues I ( a ) and ( b ) being in the 
Rules ) as it stands today was done with the object 

alllrmative ? 
of helping candidates belonging to Congress ( R ) party 

( deleted on 9 - 11 - 71) 
and that the said Rule was ultra vires. 

LII. ( a ) Whether the symbol cow and valf is a 
( 3 ) That the allotment of the symbol "call and 
cow to Congress ( R ) party amounted to a corrupit 

religious symbol? 
practice . It was urged That the symbol calf and cow 

( b ) Whether the allotment of cow and alf to res 
was a religious symbol, for a large majority of the 

pondent ~ 1 < mounts to corrupt practice in law ? 
Indian Population , namely , Hindus considered cow 

( 0 ) Wlicther the result of the election is materially 
as a sacred animal . 

affected by such allotment, in the event of such allot 
( 4 ) That respondent — 1 , in the course of the aer . 

ment being held as a corrupt practice ? 
tion propaganda canvassed on communal lincs by a 

( d ) Whether the validity of the election can be call . 
systematic appeal to the voters on the basis of caste 

ed in question in an election petition on the ground 
and religion . A large number of workers who worked 

referred to in Issue II ( b ) above ? ] 
on behalf of respondent- 1 also canvassed on com 
munal lines. It was, therefore, urged that respon 

(deleted on 9 - 11 - 71 ) 
dent — 1 was guilty of corrupt practice under scution 

TIII. ( a ) Whether the validity of amendment of 
123 ( 3 ) of the Act. 

Rule 56 of the Conduct of Election Rules can be call 
Respondent — 1 in her written statement cienied all od in question in an election petition ? 
the allegations wliich had been made in the election 

b ) If the valiilits of amendment of Rule 56 can be 
petition . She pleaded that the ballot papers had not called in questior , ar ! cretion petition , whether the 
heen chemically treated us alleged by the petitioner : 

amended Rule 5C iz ultra vires ? 
thut Rule 56 of the Rules was yalid and it had been 
duly framed ; that the symbol calf and cow was not 

( c ) Il Rule 56 ;" ultr" virns, whether the result of 
a religious symbol; that neither she nor any of her 

the election is materially affected ? ] 
agents or workers appealed to voters on communal 

(do ted on 30 - 11 - 71 ) 
lines, and that the Election Commission had not con 
nived or colluded with Congress ( R ) party in order 
to secure the success of the members of that party 

[IV . (a ) Whether respondent - 1 appcaled to voters 
at the last Lok Sabha elections. It was also pleaded 

in the course of For election campion on the basis of 
by respondent - 1 that the cloction petition had not 

community , caste nd religion ? 
been properly presented and that the petition was 

( h ) Whether the petitioner proves any ct referred 
not maintainable since the copy of the petition served to in Issue IV (al on the part of respondent 1 or any 
on the first respondent had not been duly attested . 

of her agent or agents or by any other person or per 
Respondent - 2 denicd in the written statement that 

sons working for her or in furtherance of her prospects 
the ballot papers had been chemically treated as al 

at the clection ? 
leged by the petitioner . He pleaded that he was not 
in any way a pirty to the alleged fraud said to have 

V , Whether any of the alleged corrupt practices was 
been committed with the object of securing the suc 

conmitted with the connivance or consent or with the 
cess of respondent - 1 and her party at the LOK 

knowledge of respondent — 1 ? 
Sabha elections. It was pleaded that he was not a 
necessary party to the petition . Similariy respons 

VI, ( a ) Whether the names of any voters were 
dents 3 and 4 have also denied the allegations in thie removed from the clectoral rolls in violation of the 
petition . They have stated that the hallot papers 

Rules ? 
were got printed in accordance with the instructions 

( h ) Even if it is so , whether such removal can 
recrived by thegi from the Election Commission of form a ground of attack in an election petition ? 
India and that the ballot papers were crispetched to 
the Returning Omcer immediately after they were so 

( C ) Whether the result of the election was material 
printed . The allegation that a number of pullot 

ly affected on account of such removal? ). 
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The evidence on this point consists of (i ) the oral 
[ VII. Whether respondent — 2 is a necessary party 

cvidence oľ some persons who were present at the 
to the election petition ? 

ture of counting ; ( ii ) oral evidence of M . M . Kulkarni 

(PW . 2 in Ć . P . 2 / 71 ) and Dr. R . 0 . P . Dharmarah 
VIII. Whether the election petition is not properly 

( P . W . 6 in E , P . 2 / 71 ) who were examined as experis 
presented before the Court ? 

and whose cvidence is treateu as common evidence by 

consent of partics in EP. 1 to 4 and 6 ot 1971 ( iii) 
IX . Whether the petition is not maintainable on ac the oral cvidence ( ! Pl. Jacob (RW . ? in E . P . 3 / 71 ) , 
count of non - attestation of the copy of the election K . G . Gowda , RW . 1 in E . P . 2 / 71. M , S . Hirannaiali , 
petition furnished to the respondents ? 

R . W . 2 in E . P . 2 / 71; M . A . Arham , RW , 3 in E . P . 

2 / 71, Allabaksh Imam lfasan . R , W . 4 in E . P . 2 / 71 ; 
X . What order is to be passed on the election peti 

M , L , Ramanna, KW . 5 in E . P . 2 / 71 ( the evidence of 
tion ? ] . 

all those witnesses is truaicai by consent of parties 
(deleted on 30 - 11 - 71 ) 

as common evidence in E , Ps. 1 to 4 and 6 of 1971 ) 

and S . S . Patil, RW . 1 in this case , and the documents 
On 9th November, 1971 the counsel for the petitioner 

marked through these witnesses and ( iv ) the result 
submitted that hc would not press the ground cover 

ul inspection and scrutiny of certain unused and used 
ed by Issues II ( a ) to ( d ) , IV ( a ) and ( b ) , V and VI 

ballot papers pertaining to the cloction in question . 
( a ) to ( c ) and on 30th November, 1971 he submitted 
that he would not press issues Numbers III ( a ) , ( b ) 

P . W . I N . J . Desai is an advocate by profession . He 
and ( c ) . Sri R . M , Patil, the learned counsel for acted as #1 counting agent on behalf of the petitioner . 
respondent.-- 1 submitted on 30th November , 1971 His evidence is that at the time of counting of votes 
that he would not press the grounds covered by Issues le noticed some pcculiar features about the voting 
VIII und IX . The resulting position is that only issue narks on majority of ballot papers . He states that 
I ( a ) , ( b ) and ( c ) , VI and X survive for decision in the voting marks in those ballot papers appeared to he 
this case. 

printed marks and all those marks were at the same 
Issues I ( a ) , ( b ) and ( c ) : 

place on the symbol calf and cow in all such ballot 

papers. These features, according to this witness , 
The above issues relate to the allegation of the peti 

aroused his suspicion and the said peculiar fcatures 
tioner that a substantial number of ballot papers were 

were noticed by him in a large majority of ballot 
chemically treated with the object of securing the 

papers. Hic has admitted that he did not raise any 
success of respondent- 1. Even though the petition 

objection before the Counting Officer or the Return 
is silent regarding the name of the chemical used and 

ing Officer regarding the genuineness of the said 
the method of treatment of ballot papers with thu 

bullot papers and also for counting them as valid votes 
chemical , there is an averment that certain experi 

in favour of respondent — 1. The witness knew the 
ments said to have been conducted had shown that 

grounds on which the ballot papers could be rejected 
when a paper was treated with sodium chlorite solu 

in law . He has stated that he discussed about the 
tion it acquired the characteristic of causing disappear 

said peculiarities with other counting agents of the 
ance of mark made with ink which was used at the 

petitioner, P . W . 2 is Benkippa of Gadagbetagcri, He 
polling station for ink pads at a subsequent stage and 

19 a trader by profession . He too acted as a count 
making a mark placed with the help of 5 per cent 

ing agent of the pctitioner at the last election . His 
solution of silver nitrate (Ag NO : ) which was in 

evidence is almost similar to the evidence of P . W . 1 . 
visible when the mark was made visible at a later 

He has stated that he found in a large number of 
stage. It is urged thut as a result of such chemical 

ballot papers the voting marks on the symbol call 
treatment and the printing of invisible marks on the 

and cow which had been assigned to respondent - 1 
symbol calf und cow on about 30 to 35 per cent of 

were at the same point in majority of ballot papers 
the ballot papers , the mark made by voters at the 

and that the colour of those marks was brighter than 
polling station with the help of Kores ink or any 

the marks on other ballot papers and that those ballot 
other ink , disappeared and the invisible marks placed 

papers about which he got suspicion were shining and 
on the symbol calf and cow which was the symbo : 

whiter than the rest of the hallot papers . He too did 
of respondent , 1 becamc visible by the time the halloi 

not raise any objection before the Returning Officer 
papers were taken up for counting. It is pleaded 

aithough he has stated that the matter was discussed 
that all those papers which had the mechanically 

amongst the petitioner and the other counting agents 
printed marks on the syinbol calf and cow were 

on March 10 , 1971. P . W . 3 is S . V . Shettar, who was 
counted as valid votes in favour of respondent— } , 

also one of the counting agents of the petitioner , but 
and , thereforc , respondent — 1 got about 30 to 35 per 

he had been asked by the petitioner to sit near the 
cent of the total number of votes polled even though 

Returning Officer s tablc where no counting was going 
the voters had not given their votes in her favour. 

on . He was at that table to keep watch over the 
It may be mentioned here that the date on which orders passed on rejected ballot papers by the Return 
the ballot papers were chemically treated has not ing Omcer on disputed ballot papers and to note down 
been furnished in the petition . Sri R . Venkateshwara the number of votes secured by the candidates as the 
Rao , the learned counsel for the petitioner , however counting was in progress . He has stated that he 
submitted that as can be gathered from the allega wird! lo E0 round whenever lie had no work at the 
tions made in the petition , tlic casc of the petitioner Returning Omcer s table to verify the trend of voting 
was that the ballot papers were chcmilliy treated and while doing so he noticed that in the trays in 
sometime after they were printed at the Government which the ballo papers of respondent -- 1 were being 
Central Press, Bangalore, and helore they were deii placed a large majority of ballot papers having 
vered to the authorised representative of the Return certain characteristics , nurntly , that the voting marks 
ing Officer to he carried to the constituena y in ques on those ballot papers were on the symbol calf and 
tion . If that is so , it may be taken thạt the case of cow at a particular place and those marks appeared 
the petitioner is that the ballot papers must have to be printed marks and according to this witness 
been chemically trented soinctime between 12th Fcb those marks were shiaing . He also stated that the 
ruary , 1971 and 19th February , 1971. The necessary matter was discussed amongst the petitioner and the 
inference which follows from the above allegations is other counting agents . He has admitted that this 
that the ballot papers were treated with a chemical question was not raised by him before the Returning 
of a specified concentration or quality so that the in Officer . According to this witness , it did not occur 
visible marks alleged to have been made on the syin 

to him that he should raise objcction to those ballot 
bol calf and cow which were not visible by the poll papers in which lie found those peculiar features be 
ing date should become visible on March 10 , 1971, cause he thought that he could not raise objections on 
which was the date of counting and the marks made that ground nor did he ask the petitioner to raise any 
by the voters on the polling day disappeared by March objection . The witness does not know whether the 
10 , 1971 , 

petitioner raised any objection to those ballot papers. 
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The next witness examined on behalf of the peti counting of votes commenced within about two hours 
tioner is the petitioner himself. The petitioner is they all noticed 
cxamined as P . W . 4 in the case . According to his 

that a large number 
bullot papers or ballot papers containing marks made 

of spurious 
evidence, he was present at the counting hall on both 

hy an instrument other than the one provided 
days on which the counting took place naniely 10th 
and 11th of March , 1971 and at the time of counting 

polling stations were being counted as valid ballot 

at 
he observed some distinct features in a large majority 

papers in favour of Respondent - 1 . Later on all of 
of ballot papers in 

thein discussed about it in the course of the day , but 
which votes had been cast in 
favour of respondent — 1, The said 

still did not raise any objection before the Returning 

ballot papers up 
peared to be whiter than the rest of the ballot papers 

Officer or the Counting Officers in regurd to the came. 
in colour and appeared to have been subjected to 

Il may be remembered that the counting took place 
extra bleaching . In those ballot papers tlic voting 

on the following day also . They all admit that they 
marks had been placed on the symbol call and cow 

were aware of the rule which required the Returning 
at the same place and thosc ballot papers were 

Officer to rcjcct the ballot papers which were spurious 
slightly smoother than the other papers and he did 

or which contained marks made by instruments 
not raisc objection before the Returning Officer in 

other than th : one provided at the polling station . 
regard to those papers because he wanted further con 

The conduct of these witnesses in not raising objec 
Armation about his suspicion . On seeing those 

tions in regard to the peculiarities they observed , does 
papers the petitioner felt that the same must have not appcar to be in conformity with the ordinary con 
been treated chemically . He has stated that he dis duct of persons who are fuced with such a situation , 
cussed the said matter with some of his fricnds and The reason given by the petitioner that he wanted 
later came to know that it was possible by clemical to verify the matter before raising an objection 
treatment to produce such peculiar features . The appcars to be an afterthought. The further evidence 
petitioner after examining about 7, 000 unused ballot of the petitioner in the above case is that he did not 
papers and about 1 ,560 used ballot papers pertaining make any attempt to verify whether the suspicion he 
to the election in question stated that in about 40 per had about the ballot papers was true or not. No 
cent of those ballot papers the voting marks were on 

enquiry has been made by the petitioner about the 
the symbol calf and cow at the identical place . When 

truth or otherwise of the matter. The petitioner has 
he was asked to substantiate the above statement, he 

stated that he read sume articles published in some 
took out some ballot papers which had been used at 

periodicals after the Lok Sabha elections dealing 
the election and classified them into five categories 

with the possibility of chemical treatment. 
A to E and later on stated that it was not possible for 
him to state by looking at the ballot papers whether 

The petitioner also 
any of them was whiter than the other ballot papers 

relied upon the evidence of 
and / or smoother than any other ballot papers . He 

M . M . Kulkarni, P . W . 2 in E . P . 2 / 1971 whose evidence 
admitted that by visual examination he rould not 

is marked as Exhibit P - 1 in this casc and Dr O . P . 
pick out any ballot paper which had been chemically 

Dharmarah , P . W . 6 in E . P . 2 / 1971 whose evidence has 
treated from the 8 , 500 ballot papers ( orith used and 

also been marked as Exhibit P - 2 in this case as ex 
unused ) . Before making the above statement, the 

pert witnesses. Their evidence as alrcady stated 
witness had scrutinised the ballot papers for over a is trented as common evidence in all the petitions 
period of two and half hours. He admitted in cross E . P . 1 to 4 and 6 of 1971. They were examined in 
cxamination that the ballot papers which he had ins support of the above allegation regarding chemical 
pected were genuine oncs and he could not pick out trcatment of ballot papers . M . M . Kulkarni is a 
even one ballot paper from the ballot papers he had person who holds a degree in Enginecring. Admit 
inspected containing u voting mark not made with tedly he does not possess any high qualification in 
the help of the instrument provided at the polling Chemistry . The extent of his knowledge of Chemis 
station but by mcans of some other mechanical mcans, try could only be what he might have studied as an 
He admitted that the position of the points of the Ollied subject in the school and in the course of his 
arrow marks found in the voting marks varied from engincering study . He however claims that he had 
one ballot paper to the other . On further scrutiny occasion to study the science of invisible inks while 
he stated that voting marks in the ballot papers in he was serving in the British Territorial Army and 
each of the five categories into which he had classifica that he had conducted eperiments after the last Lok 
them , did not appear to be at the identical plince in all Sabha elections on invisible inks. Be that as it may , 
of them . He had to admit on inspection of the ballot 

the question for consideration is what value should 
papers that the voting marks were at different places 

be attached to his evidence . 
in the column in which the symbol calf and cow ap 
peared . 

M . M . Kulkarni was the election agent of Naval 
The petitioner further admitted in the course of his 

Tata who contested from one of the Bombay Lok 

Sabha Constituencies at the last Lok Sabhu elections, 
evidence that he did not make any other cnquiry or 

Naval Tata was defcated in the election . Kulkarni 
investigation about the truth of the allegation that 

who was disappointed at the result of that election 
the ballot papers had been chemically treated . He 

developed suspicion about the ballot papers and 
could not say when the ballot papers were talten fron 
Bangalore to New Delhi as alleged in para 13 of the 

started conducting experiments to find out whether 
petition and where, when and by whom tlie ballot it was possible to treat the ballot papers chemically 

papers were chemically treated and what chemical to achieve the desired result. He appears to have 
was used for the treatment. He could also give no given demonstration before the members of the All 
information about the person who conceived the India Congress ( 0 ) who did not fare well at the last 
preplanned scheme to play fraud at the election as Lok Sabha elections. A reading of the deposition of 
alleged by him . Apart from whatever he had stated Kulkarni left me with the impression that he was not 
already in examination - in - Chief he could not give a disinterested witness . That however is not the 
further particulars of the alleged fraud . He could not real factor which has led me to feel that his evidence 
also give the details of the mechanical stamping of 

is of no use to the petitioner . There are however 
ballot papers, He told the court that except the ballot 

other more weighty reasons to come to that concly 
papers which had been produced before the Court for 

ston , 
Inspection , he had no other evidence to prove the alle . 
gations made in paragraphs 11 to 13 of the petition . He 

In the course of his evidence he stated that the 
admitted that he made no other enquiry regarding the 

methods of detection of the fact whether a particular 
truth or otherwise of the allegations that the ballot 

paper was chemically treated or tot were many . 
papers had been chemically treated . 

One of the methods according to him was that if 
The uniform version of the above witnesses P .Ws. ultra violet rays were made to fall on a chemically 
1 to 4 is that on 10th March 

treated with sodiurh 
1971 on which date treated paper , when it was 
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chlorite , the treated paper wüuld appear glowing 
white in colour win nuolescence and I an uncleated 
paper was seen under ultra violet rays , it wou . u 
bidve dull blue colour. fie curiner siated that when 
did conducted expertinents on paper with the help 
of diazo compounű he luuna in the treated paper 
appeared to be violet ja cuivur Wicitas lie untreated 
appeared white . Acvoluns 10 min lilere were som 
ouer metnoas oi uultelium With the help of inira 
red rays, X - rays, etc . be also stated inai ir a treateĝ 
paper and an untrealed paper were immersed in a 
Solvent which would asso . ve the particular chemical, 
the composition of the solvent aller such immersion 
would be different. Be stated thai a mark made 
with the help of koles ink (methyi violet which is 
being used in ink paas ) would uisappear it the 
paper had been treated before such marknig with 
sodium chiurile or soalum íıypochlorite on account 
of decolouration . Inę lime taken for the mark to 
disappear, according to the witness , depended on 
the concentration of the chemical used and the qua 
lity of paper whici. was treated . To a question put 
by the court , the witness answered that once a mark 
made by an invisible ink becarne visible on a treated 
paper , it would continue to be visible for an inde 
tinite period uniess the paper was again subject to 
another chemical treatment. He stated that such a 
mark would be visible at least for a period of one 
year. He stated that certain marks which would be 
invisible to the naked eye would be visibie in some 
cases when iney were looked at under ultra violet 
rays. Accoraing to the wicness as could differentiate 
treated papers from untreated papers either by 
visual inspection or by conducting experiment or 
with the help of an instrument with whicn ultra violet 
rays could be made to fall on paper even without 
touching the paper . The above evidence was given 
on September 20 , 1971 and the furiner examination 
of this witness was postponed to October 4 , 1971. 
On October 5 , 1971, I made an order that the Re 
turning Officer , should produce before the court the 
unused ballot papers for purposes of inspection and 
scrutiny in this case . The unused bailot papers re 
lating to the constituency with which we are concerned 
in this case and five other Lok Sabha Constituencies 
in Mysore State were scrutinised by the witness . Be 
fore those baliot papers were scrutinised , the witness 
was asked by the court whether lie was in 
a position to state whether the bailot pupers 
were chemically treated or not ii bailet papers 
printed for tne purpose of election in the month 
of March 1971 were taken out from the box and shown 
to him . His answer to that question was that it was 
possible for him to find out either with the ultra violet 
rays or by some other method and that he was ready 
on that day with the necessary equipment to examine 
the ballot papers with the ultra violet rays. On October 
7 , 1971 after carefully examining about 6 ,035 ballot 
papers pertaining to Mysore Lok Sabha Constituency 
( the election from that Constituency is questioned in 
E .P . 6 of 1971) the witness stated that by passing ultra 
violet rays on a paper it was not possible for him in 
say whether the paper had been treated with sodium 
chlorite or not . He further stated to iind out with 
the ultra violet rays whether a piece of paper was 
treated with any chemical or not , it would be neces 
sary to have the untreated paper of the same kind 
and quality . He stated that even when both treated 
and untreated papers are viewed under ultra violet 
rays, he could only say whether any paper had been 
treated or not , but could not say whether it was treated 
with sodium chlorite or not . He further s ated that 
by passing ultra violet rays he could say that the paper 
had been treated with some chemical and could not 
say whether the chemical used is a bleaching agent 
or not . Later on he stated that by passing ultra viulet 
rays on a paper which was treated , he could not sax 
even though he was given the sample of the paper , 
whether the paper had been treated with a pai ticular 


curical. This answer of the witness is at variance 
Wilh nis stateinet in his evidence which he gave on 
September 20 , 1971, namely , "method No. 1 when ultra 
violet rays are made to fall on a chemically treated 
paper, when it is treated with sodium chlorite of the 
lype in which Exhibits P - 1 and P - 2 are printed , the 
treated paper will appear glowing white in colour with 
flouresceiice. Similarly if ultra violet rays are inade 
to lail on the untreated paper it will have dull blue 
colour. The witness gave a different version after 
examining the unused ballot papers because he was 
not aple to say that any of those papers was treated 
wita sodium chlorite . As already stated this witness 
was a person who was interested in making out a case 
that in the last Lok Sabha elections held in India the 
ballot papers that were used had been chemically trea 
ted in order to see that the members of Congress ( R ) 
party returned to Lok Sabha in large numbers . The 
witness further stated at the end of his deposition on 
October 7 , 1971 " that the colour of the paper varies under 
uitra violet rays from one piece of paper to another 
piece of paper even when it is taken out from the same 
stock if there is variation in the deposit on the paper 
of the chemical used for bleaching purposes in the 
paper factory ." In his deposition , on 12th October, 
1971 the witness stated that he had seen in all about 
35 , 000 unused ballot papers relating to Election peti 
cions 1 iu Ô of 1971 and he could not say without 
resorting to some other chemical test whether any of 
thein was treated with sodium chlorite or any other 
particular chemical. He had seen hundreds of those 
ballot papers under ultra violet rays and he was not 
in a position to say whether any of them had been 
treated with sodium chlorite or not . Iſe further stated 
that it was not possible to say whether a paper is 
treated with sodium chlorite or not by passing ultra 
violet rays on it. He further admitted that he did 
not find any voting mark anywhere on the unused 
baliot päipers under ultra violet rays. The witness also 
admitted that he had not conducted any cxperiment 
So far by which he could regulate the appearance ct 
any invisible mark 18 hours arter the marks were made 
and ne could not do any experiment before the court 
10 obtain that result , and he required at least three 
months time to conduct such an experiment. 


The next witness who has been examined as an 
expert in this case is P . W . 6 in E . P . 2 of 1971, Dr. 
0 . P . Dharinarah . He is a Professor of Chemistry in 
a college affiliated to the University of Deihi. He has 
stated that he was a fouiner mncniber of Rashtriya 
Swayam Sevak Sangha and that on the Governing 
counsoi of his college there are some members belong 
ing to Bharatiya Jan Sangh , some of whose merr bers 
have filecl election petitions in the High Court of Delhi 
containing similar allegations. I shall however deal 
with his evidence without reference to the abova 
statement. 

This witness was summoned on an application 
made by tiie petitioner after the case of the petitioner 
had been closed and after some of the used ballot 
papers were inspected and scrutinised by the Court . 
4o his deposition he stated that he could not say bya 
merely looking at the ballot papers whether any of 
them was subjected to chemical treatment. He 
however stated on examining the ballot papers under 
ultra violet rays , that the ballot papers under ultra 
violet rays arpeared to differ in opacity and exhibit 
ed different fluorescence or colours , He further ad 
mitted that when the paper was manufactured if there 
was difference in the chemical deposit on the surface 
of the paper, different portions of the paper would ex 
hibit different colours even when they were taken 
out from the same roll due to the use of different 
quantities of sizing agent . binding agent, etc . HA 
stated that in the ballot papers in the five constituen 
cies concerned in E . P . 1 to 4 and 6 of 1971 which he 
inspected he could not take out any ballot paper by 
visual examination in which the mark which was ori 
ginally visible had become invisible beca ise he found 
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in all of them marks put on symbols other than " call disappear and an invisible mark appear, appears to be 
and cow were still there. He stated that nobody by of a recent origin . The witness has admitted in the 
mere visual examination of a paper could say that it course of his deposition that he attended the demons 
was chemically treated. Even by looking at the tration given by M . M . Kulkarni at the Constitution 
ballot papers under ultra violet rays, he was not in a Club , Delhi, out of curiosity and thereafter he conduct 
position to say whether the ballot papers contained ed experiments to find out whether a mark placed on 
mechanically printed marks or the marks were shin 

& paper would disappear after some time and whether 
ing. He could only say whether any particular paper it can be made to appear at a later stage even though 
was whiter than the other . This witness admitted it was invisible at the commencement. He has stated 
that he was present at the time when M . M , Kulkarni that the demonstration which M , M , Kulkurni gave 
gavę demonstration at Constitution Club , New Delhi, was a surprise to him . If that is the position , then 
about his experiment. He was present at that place it is very dillicult to place much reliance on the evi 
for about 20 minutes . He had discussed the matter dence of this witness because by his own statement 
with M , M . Kulkarni before he came to court to give it is clear that prior to his meeting M . M . Kulkarni in 
evidence and he had also read the deposition of the month of March , 1971 , he had no idea of this branch 
M . M . Kulkarni. The witness admitted thut if a of chemistry. I find it diffcult to accept the evidence 
printed paper was given to him and he was asked to of this witness without reservations. 
treat the paper chemically with the object of making 
an invisible mark visible later on and visible mark Even granting that there was a possibility of treat 
disappear at a later stage, he could not off and say 

ing ballot papers chemically as pleaded by the peti 
how he should experiment. After examining the tioner , the question still remains whether it has been 
ballot papers, he stated that none of the ballot papers done in this case . The evidence of an expert witness 
which he had seen in the Court had been subjected under Section 45 of the Evidence Act is non 
to chemical treatment by applying sodium chlorite in conclusive and cannot be used as substantive evi 
liquid form . The witness next stated that a paper dence . The court must look for corrobration from 
treated with sodium chlorite when viewed under ultra 

the other evidence adduced in the proceedings to as 
violet lamp would emit yellow flucrescence. This 

sure itself about the correctness or otherwise of the 
statement is inconsistent with the statement of M . M , 

opinion of the expert. The court will have to take 
Kulkarni who on the first day of his examination into account the various factors that surround the 
stated that a paper treated with sodium chlorite would transaction which is in dispute and should judge the 
emit glowing white colour under ultra violet rays. 

case on the basis of both external and internal cvi 
This witness however admitted that sodium chlorite 

dence available in the case . The supreme Court while 
was sometimes used by paper manufacturers as blead 

dealing with evidencc of a hand -writing expert in 
ing agent. His further evidence was that even when BANU RAM - VS - PRASANNI ( A . I. R . 1950 Supreint 
a mark which was visible at the commencement be Court, 93 ) as follows: — 
came invisible at a later stage , there would be some 
stain on the paper and it depended upon the nature 

" Section 67 of the Indian Evidence Act ( 1 of 1872 ) 
of chemical used and the nature of the ink used and 
he did not observe any such stain by visual examina 

provides inter alia that if a document is alleged to be 

signed by any person the signature must be proved 
tion and cven under ultra violet rays in any of the 

to be in his hand -writing . Sections 45 and 47 of the 
ballot papers cxamined by him . He however made 
it clear in his deposition that he could not say try 

said Act prescribe the method in which such signature 

can be proved . Under Section 45 , the opinion of the 
visual examination whether any of the ballot papers 

hand -writing experts is relevant while under Section 
which he had examined in court had been chemically 

47 the opinion of any person acquainted with the hand 
treated or not. This witness made use of a ultra 
violet lamp in court while giving evidence . Continue 

writing of the person who is alleged to have signed 
ing he said because he found different alignment of 

the document is admissible. The explanation to the 

section explains when a person can be said to be ac 
the mark between one ballot paper and another ballot 
paper, he would say that the marks were not made 

quainted with the hand - writing of another person . 

Thus, there can be no doubt as to the manner in which 
mechanically . 

the alleged signature of the appcllant could and 
The above witness was appcared by the counsel for 

should have been proved ; but even assuming that the 
the petitioner through Balraj Mudhok who was a 

signature of the appellant can be legally held to be 
colleague of this witness at Delhi University and who 

proved on circuinstantial cvidence the principle which 
had also fled an election petition with similar alle 

governs the appreciation of such circumstantial evi 
gations before the High Court of Delhi. This witness 

dence in cases of this kind cannot be ignored or is only 
proceeded to state that a mark made with the help of 

if the Court is sutisfied that the circumstantial cvi 
Kores ink on a chemically treated paper and which 

dence irresistibly leads to the inference that the ap 
disappeared at a later stage could not be detected by 

pellant must have signed the form that the court can 
looking at the paper under ultra violet rays . This 

legitimately reuch such a conclusion . In our cpinion , 
statement is slightly at variance with the statement 

it is impossible to acceed to Mr. Daobia s argument 
of M . M , Kulkarni, namely " certain invisible marks to 

that the facts held proyed in the High Court inevitably . 
the naked eye become visible in somc cases when look 

lead to its final conclusion that the appellant had in 
ed at them under ultra violet rays " . This witness WAS 

Puct signed the form . It is clear that in reaching this 
of the opinion that none of the ballot papers which he 

conclusion the High Court did not properly appreciate 
inspected in court under ultra violet rays had any 

the fact that there was no legal evidence on the point 
mark which was invisible to naked eye but which was 

and that the other facts found by it cannot even 
visible when it was made. Lastly he stated that to 

reasonably support the case for respondent - -1 ." 
his knowledge it was not possible with the equipment 
available in India to treat about ten lakhs of ballot Hence , unless there is other reliable evidence in the 
papers with sodium chlorite in a period of ten days case which leads to the conclusion that the ballot 
or less . The above question was asked in the con papers must have been tampered with us suggested 
text of the election petition which were being tried by the petitioner , it would not be safe to act merely 
in this court. He also stated that by the experiments on the evidence of the experts and come to a conclusion 
he conducted , he had not been able to regulate the one way or the other on the question in issue. We 
time of appearance of invisible mark , but he had should also bear in mind that the cxperts are not 
been able to regulate the time of disappearance of a always disinterested , 
visible mark . 
Apparently the information which this witness pos 

The most important material available on the above 
gesses regarding the possibility of treating a peaper 

question is the result of inspection and scrutiny of 
chemically with the objrct of making a visible mark 

bullot papers themselves . On October 5 , 1971, I 
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made an order that the Returning Officer should pro produce all the used ballot papers including the roject 
duce before the Court the sealed boxes containing un ed ballot papers for purposes of inspection and scrutiny 
used ballot papers and accordingly they were pro before the court and it was accordingly done . The 
duced . The counsel for the petitioner was asked to counsel for the petitioner was permitted to select at 
select at random a few packer s containing linused random certain number of ballot from the boxes con 
ballot papers of different polling stations in the cons taining the used ballot papers . Accordingly the counsci 
tituency for purpose of scrutiny and inspection . He 

for the petitioner selected 1,000 ballot papers in which 
accordingly selected 7 ,039 ballot papers partaining to vutes had been cast in favour of respondent - 1 and 550 
this constituency and after inspection of ballot papers ballot papers in which yotes had been cast in favour 
it was noticed that in none of them there was ny of the petitioner and 10 rejected ballot papers. There 
mark resembling a voting mark on the symbol Calf 

after the said ballot papers were scrutinised by the 
and Cow . M . M , Kulkarni one of the experis cxa rounsel for the parties and by the court . I recorded 
mined in the case who cxamined the ballot papers the result of visual examination of those bullot papers 
under ultra violet rays also was not able to say in a separate proceeding which was drawn up at that 
whether any of them had been chemically ticatrc . 

time. On visual examination of those ballot papers 

I felt that the allegation that a large majority of ballot 
Now let me explain the usefulness of the examina 
tion of the unuscd ballot papers in determining the 

papers had been chemically treated with the desired 
truth or otherwisc of tlie allegations made 

obicct was not true. I found in the ballot papers in 

in this 
petition . It is admitted that the ballot papers were 

which votes had been cast in favour of respondent- 1 
printed with serial No. 1 upto the serial number of the 

the voting marks were sometimes to be lalt of the 
last voter in the Lok Sabha Constitucncy. On an 

symbol calf and cow sometimes to the right of the 
average there were about 5 ,00, 000 voters in each cons 

symbol and sometimes on the symbol itself. Even when 
tituency and the ballot papers which are printed 

the voting marks were sometimes to be left of the 
would therefore bear serial No . 1 to 500 , 000 or little 

not found at the same position in all the ballot papers , 
more or less depending upon the number of voters in 

The angle of the arrow mark in the voting mark varied 
each constituency . It is stated that to each pclling 

from one ballot paper to the other . In none of the bal 
station in constituency approximatrly about 1 ,000 

lot papers in which votes had been cast in favour of 
voters would be assigned . Thus, ballot papers bcaring 

the petitioner , the voting mark had disappcared or had 

becomc dull. An examination of the ballot papers in 
serial No. I to 1,000 would have been assignert to tlie 
first polling station ; ballot papers bearing serial No . 

which votes had been cast in favour of respondent 
1 ,001 to 2 , 000 would have been assigned to the second 

1 as well as the petitioner showed that the bright 
polling station ; ballot papers bearing serial Nos . 2 ,001 

ness of the mark varied from papar to paper depend 
to 3 ,000 would have been assigned to polling stations 

ing upon the quantity of ink present on the instrument 
No. 3 and so on . It is also not possible to imagine how 

provided at thc polling station for placing the voting 
many voters would exercise their right to vote at 

mark . The allegation that in a large majority of ballot 
each polling station . Hence, if there was a preplanned 

papers in which votes had been cast in favour of 
scheme to see that abot 35 percent of all the ballot 

Respondent - 1 , the voting marks were at the same 
papers were chemically trcated in such a way that 

point in all the ballot papers and were uniform in 
invisible mark on the symbol Calf and Cow should 

brightness and the marks were shining, was not subs 
become visible at a later stage, then amongst the ballnt 

tantiated by the result of visual examination of those 
papers which are not used , there must have been 

papery The ballot papers anpcared to be ntaural in 
sonte papers in which the invisible marked had become 

form and none of them appeared to have been chemi 
visible . The only way of avoiding this contingency was 

cally treated . In fact that is the opinion of Dr. O . P . 
by seeing only the first few ballot papers assigned to 

Dharmarah , one of the experts examined in this case. 
each polling station were chemically treated so that 

The statement of other witnesses of the petitioner 
all such papers would be used and there would be no 

that certain pcculiar features were noticed in a large 

majority of ballot papers by them at the time of count 
trace of such papers among the unused hallot papers . 
In fact that was the submission made on behalf of the 

ing was also not substantiated It is no doubt true 
petitioner . It was argued that the cliemically treated 

that the colour of the paper between one ballot paper 
ballot papers were among the first three hundred to 

and another was slightly dissimilar. That was because 
four hundred papers in each polling station . Then if 

the ballot papers were selected at random for pur 
about 35 per cent of the hallot papers had been so 

poses of inspection . I am satisfied on the examination 
treated as alleged by the petitioner thon amongst the 

of the ballot papers that no further enquiry in this 
used ballot papers the percentage of treater! hallot 

regard is necessary. In the judgment of the Supreme 
papers should be nearly 60 to 70 per cent because the 

Court in the cases cited above. it was observed that 
average voting in any polling station would be about 

if the court came to the conclusion on an examination 
60 per cent of the total voters . That however was 

of certain number of ballot rapers selected at random , 
not the case of the petitioner . Hence , I fcel that the 

that the matter should be further proved into the court 
absence of even a single ballot paper among the unsed 

might take evidence on the point at issue including 

the evidence of expert witnesses and thereafter it was 
ballot papers containing the voting mark said to have 
been mechanically made on the symbol calf and cow 

open to the court to direct or not to direct a general 
is a very strong curcumstance against the contention of 

inspection of the ballot papers . In view of what is 

stated above , I am of the opinion that no case has 
the petitioner . It is very difficult to accept that it 

been made out to direct a general inspection of the 
was possible for anybody to see that not even a single 

ballot papers. 
ballot paper which was so chemically treated was 
found in the bundle of unused ballot papers for no 

The other evidence which remains to be consider 
one know how many voters in a given area would go 

ed in this case is the evidence of the witnesses exa 
to a polling station on the date of the poll. 

mined on behalf of the respondents . The Deputy 

Elnction Commission of India , P . I Jacob has been 
I shall now deal with the result of examination of 

examined on behalf of the Chief Elertion Commis 
used ballot papers during the course of the election 

sioner in this case He was examined as R . W . 2 in 
petition . When the trial of this petition was in prog 

EP. 3 of 1971 and by consent of parties his evidence 
ress, the Supreme Court pronounced its jungment in 

is read as common evidence in E . P . 1 to 4 ond 6 of 
Civil Anpeal No. 1343 /71 ( Shashi Bhushan Vs. Prof. 
Balrai Madholc and others ) and Civil Appeal No . 1473 / 

1971. A CODV of his denosition is marked as Exhi 
71 ( Amer Nath Chawla vs . Kanwar Lal Gunta anzel. 

hit R . & in this case . This witness was incharge of 

the last Lok Sabha elections. Under Section 19- A 
others) which had benn fleci hy some successful candi. 
dates w ]1o were respondients in sonc elcrtion peritions of the Renrasentation of Pronin Art , 1951. lam vas 
pending on the flle of the High Court of Delhi in which 

authorised to exercise the powers of the Elcrtion 
similar allegations had been made . Following the said Commission suhiert to supervision and control of 
decision , I ordered that the Returning Officer should the Chief Election Commissioner, He has stated that 
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the paper used for printing of ballot papers in Mysore exhibit R - 3 in E . P . 2 of 1971 which was the challan 
was procured from the Mysore paper Mills Limited , under which the paper was supplied by the Mysore 
Bhadravati, pursuant to an order made by the Lirec Paper Mills Ltd ., Bhadravathi. The paper was re 
tor General of Supplics and Disposals , India . The cair d on 1st December, 1970 and from out of that 
colour, size and substance of the paper to be used for stock of paper, certain quantity was released for pur 
printing ballot papers were prescribed by the Elcc pos - of printing baliot papers from 
tion Commission . The colour of the paper was pres . 

10th February , 

1971 and 17th February , 1971 . Exhibits R - 4 and R - 10 
cribed cream wove white ; the size of the paper was in E . P . 2 of 1971 are the indents giv ’ n by the Assist 
prescribed as 43 cms. by 69 cms. and the substance ant Director of Printing for 
of the paper was prescribed as 10 . 9 Kgs . por rein , by 

supply of paper . In 

cross -examination he has stated that the Press did 
the Election Commission of India . The instructions not place order for paper specifically for the purpose 
regarding the printing of ballot papers were issued of Lok Sabha elections held in March , 1971. In ans 
as per paragraphs 22 and 23 in Chapter II of the war to a question regarding the type of paper 
Hand Book for Returning Officers ( Pages 34 and 35 ) . 

that 

as issued for printing the ballot papers the witness 
Exhibit R - 5 in E P . 3 of 1971 is the said book . This stated that cream wove paper had been issued . When 
witness stated that instructions had been issucd that his attention was drawn to some discrepancy between 
ballot papers should be printed under maximum Exibits R - 4a and Roa on the one hand and Exhibits 
security conditions and should be despatched to the R - 5a , Ta, R - 8a , R - a and R - 10a , answered that by 
various constituencies in enclosed vans under police mis ake instead of ram wore paper it might have 
escort. He emphatcially denied that any of the 

been written as white paper in Exhibits 5a , R - 7a , 
ballot papers used in any of the Lok Sabha Consti 

R - 8a , R - 9a and R - 10a . The witness stated that he 
tuêncies which were concerned in E . P . 1 to 4 of had not noticed the discrepancy in the des ription of 
1971 had been taken out of the press after they were paper referred to above at the time when the paper 
printed and they were chemically treated before they 

was issued for printing . He stated that the entire 
were delivered to the Returning Officers or their autho 

quantity supplied under Exhibit R3 was supplicd 
rised agents . He denied that there was any pre 

from one stock . 
planned scheme to which the Election Commission 
was a party under which it was intended that res 

M . S . Hirannaiah , R . W . - 2 in E .P . 2 of 1971 whose 
pondent - 1 who belonged to Congress ( R ) party deposition is marked as Exhibit R4 in this case, is 
should succeed . He also denied that there was the Assistant Director , Gorennent Central Press , 
any fraud committed with the connivance of the Bangalore, and he was incharge of the printing of 
Election Commission in that direction . The witness ballot papers . He stated that the programme of 
stated that it was no true to say that the ballot printing and despatch of ballot papers was settled 
papers used in any constituency had been tempered by the Chief Electoral Officer in consultation with the 
with or chemically treated or they were replaced by Director of Printing as per Ex . R - 11 in E . P . 2 of 1971. 
another set of ballot papers which had been chemi The said document is signed by the Under Secretary 
cally treated . It was also denied by this witness working under the Chief Electoral Officer . This wit 
that in many of the ballot papers in which votes had ness stated that he received instructions regarding the 
been cast in favour of respondent- - 1 the voting marks printing of ballot papers from the authorised represen 
had been made with the help of an instrument or tatives of the Returning Officers. He printed the ballot 
mechanical device other than the one provided at papers in accordance with Form No. 7A (Ex. 12 to 16 
the polling station . According to this witness the in EP. 2 / 71 ) sent by the Returning Officers . After 
object of prescribing that the counting of votes the proof of the ballct papers in respect of each consti 
should take place on the same day in all the consti tuency was approved by the concerened authorised 
tuencies in India except in West Bengal was to see representative of the Returning Officer , the ballot 
that the result of the election in any of the constitu papers were printed and after the hallot papers were 
encies in which poll had taken place did not have printed they were numbered serially from No. 1 to 
any effect on another constituency where poll had last number of the ballot paper printed for that consti 
not yet taken place. The date of poll in West Ben tuency . After the ballot papers were printed and were 
gal was March , 10 , 1971 . Nothing has been brought cut to size, they were being taken to another portion 
out in cross - examination of this witness by the coun 

of the Government printinm Prass premises , vihich was 
sel for the petitioner to discredit his testimony . He 

known as Election Shed w ! are the ballot papers used 
was however questioned about the dsicovery of cor 

to be kept in sealed boxes . There they were checked , 

counter and hundled into bundles of 500 cach . Exhi 
tain ballot papers at Chandigarh at a places where 
the ballot papers should not have been found . He stat 

hit R - 17 in E . P . 2 of 1971 is the prorromme of work of 

printing of ballot papers which was being inaintained 
ed that those ballot papers did not relate to the consti 

by this witness . 
tuency with which we were concerned and that he had 
investigated into the same and found that certain 

The said Exhibit R - 17 contains the date on which 
number of ballot papers which should have been 

the ballot paners were despatched and according to 
destroyed by the press had not been destroyed , but this witness till the ballot paners were despatched 
had been sold as waste paper to the contrartrns after 

they used to be at the Flertion Shed . He has further 
March 15 , 1971 , by which time election in India hod 

stated that the printing press where the ballrım papers 
been over . Similarly he stated that his investigation were being printed and the Flertion Sher where the 

into another allegation that certain ballot papers ballot papers were being lept were under the care 
were being removed in two railway wagons hound and protection of the Watrh and Ward staff of the 
for Madhya Pradesh also revealed that it did not Press and police officers whore servicns were secured 
affect the result of the ele tion in any constituency . for the sail purpose at the time when the hallot porers 

were being printed at the Government Central Press . 
The next witness examined on behalf of the Res This witness has been cross - examined at length , but 
pondents is R . W . 1 in E . P . 2 of 1971 who is again a 

I do not find that anything is brought out is to dis 
common witness . His deposition is marked as Exhi 

credit the testimony of this witness. Sri R . V . Rao , 
bit R3 in this case . He is the Assistant Director of 

learned counsel for the petitioner , however argued 

that this witness had not explained the difference in 
Stationary , Government Press , Bangalore . He has 
stated that the ballot papers which wrre used at the 

the colour of some of the hallot papers and the user 
last Lok Sabha elections in Mysore State were all 

of bigger type of numberals in some cases to print 

serinl 7719binns nf the ballot naners than what were 
printed at Government Central Press, Bangalora . The 

USA in tho ( 347 of other follof naner Tt - as anon 
paper which was used for printing ballot parcrs was 

to the petitioner on whom the burden of proof Jay in 
purchased by the Government Central Press from 

this case to have put the question about them in this 
Mysore paper Mills Ltd . Bhadravathi, He produced 

witness but he has not done so . It would be unfair 
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to draw any inference against the witness or the res 
pondents without drawing the attention of the witness 
to these points raised on behalf of the petitioner. The 
position of the petitioner in an election petition is not 
that of an accursed in a Criminal case and it is not 
open to a petitioner in an election petition to raise 
some point which is likely to lead to some doubt and 
to claim the benefit of it and on that basis to seek 
a declaration that the election is void . In fact the 
position of the petitioner in an election petition is 
equivalent to the position of the prosecution in a Cri 
minal case . The petitioner cannot take advantage of 
a circumstance of the above kind , 

The next witness examined on behalf of the respon 
dent is M . A . Arham , R . W . 3 in E . P . 2 of 1971 , who 
is again common witness . His evidence is marked as 
Exhibit R5 in this case . He was an Under Secretary 
to the Government of Mysore and was in charge of 
election . He was working under the directions of the 
Chief Electoral Officer at the last Lok Sabha elections. 
He has stated that he was visiting the Press nearly 
4 -5 times every day when the ballot papers were being 
printed and during the time when the ballot papers 
were in the premises of the Government Central Press , 
Bangalore. He was in charge of the supervision of the 
printing of ballot papers . He was assisted by 
Allabaksh Inam , Section Officer R . W . 4 in E . P . 2 of 
1971 and M . A . Kalburgi, a Senior Assistant. His 
duty was to see that ballot papers were printed and 
despatched well in time through the authorised re 
presentatives of the Returning Officers after they were 
duly checked . scrutinised and bundled at the Govern 
ment Central Press . R . W . 4 in E . P . 2 of 1971 is Alla 
baksh Inam whose evidence is marked as Exhibit R6 
in this case. He was the Section Officer who was 
assisting M . A . Arham referred to above. His evidence 
corroborates the evidence of M . A . Arham . 

M . L . Ramanna , R . W . 5 in E . P . 2 / 71 who is again 
a common witness and whose evidence is marked as 
Exhibit R7 in this case, is the police Officer who was 
security arrangements at the Government Central 
Press , Bangalore , at the time when the hallot papers 
were being printed for the last Lok Sabha elections. 
His evidence is that from 12th February , 1971 to 3rd 
March , 1971 had made necessary secruity arrangements . 
He had posted one Head Constable and 3 Constables to 
be in charge of the security of Government Central Pres 
and they had to be in charge fo security of the Press 
all the 24th hours during that period . No doubt the 
police Officers used to do their job by turns along 
with the members of the Watch and Ward staff of 
the Government Central Press . He has stated that 
he was visiting the premises of the Government Cen 
tral Press Occasionally to verify whether the persons 
who had been entrusted with the duty of looking 
after the premises of the Press were doing their job 
properly or not. 


papers were delivered to him on 19th of February , 
1971. He has sworn that during that period the bal 
lot papers were not removed from the premises of 
Government Central Press to any other place . This 
witness carried the ballot papers with police escort 
to Dharwar. In the course of the cross - examination 
of this witness , it was elicited that he used to work 
between 7 A . M . to 9 P . M . and he had no control over 
the security arrangement at the Press . It was argu 
ed that alter 9 P . M ., what had happened to the ballot 
paperi ciuld not have been known to this witness . 
On reading the evidence of this witness and the other 
witnesses examined on behalf of the respondents as 
a whole , I am satisfied that adequate arrangernents 
had been made regarding the security of the ballot 
papers at the Government Central Press and the 
ballot papers were never removed from the premises 
of the Government Central Press until they were 
actually delivered to the authorised representatives 
for the purpose of being carried to the constitucncies . 

Shri R . V . Rao , learned counsel for the petitioner, 
urged that the Chief Electoral Officer had not pro 
duced the sample of the paper used for the printing 
of ballot papers which had been retained at the Gov 
ernment Central Press , Bangalore, even though he 
was called upon to do so by the petitioner , and , there 
fore , an adverse inference should be drawn against 
him . In reply to the memo of the netitioner calling 
upon the Chief Electoral Officer to produce the said 
sample paper , the Additional Government Advocate 
had stated that the paper was with the Government 
Central Press and the petitioner could take steps to 
summon it . Neither the Director of Government Cen 
tral Press nor the State of Mysore is a party to this 
petition and the Government Central Press is not 
under the control of the Chief Electoral Officer. It 
was open to the petitioner in these circumstances to 
have taken steps to summon the said paper from the 
Government Central Press which he has not done . 
No adverse inference ran therefore be drawn against 
the Chief Electoral Officer on this ground . 

It was next contended by the counsel for the peti 
tioner that the chemical analysis of the ink that was 
used at the polling stations for the purpose of making 
the voting marks on the ballot papers had not been 
produced by the Election Commission . The petitioner 
cannot make a grievance of this because he had not 
asked the Election Commission to produce the same. 
One other ground urged by Sri, R . V . Rao was that 
the Stock Ledger of the Government Central Press , 
Bangalore , had not heen produced by the Chief Elec 
toral Officer . As alrearly stated the Chief Electoral 
Officer could not be called upon to produce any docu 
ment which was in the custody of the Government 
Central Press . Hence the petitioner cannot also make 
a grievance of it . 

The allegation that many of the ballot papers had 
been removed from the premises of the Press to some 
other place after they were printed and before they 
were delivered to the agents of the Returning Officer 
for purposes of treating them chemically is baseless 
I also hold that the allegations made by the petitioner 
against the Election Commission in the petition are 
intrue. 

It is significant that the petitioner did not make any 
enquiry at the Government Central Press , Bangalore , 
to find out wheher the ballot papers had at all been 
removed to some other place . It may be mentioned 
here that the Government Central Press , Bangalore 
was a department of the State Government and 
during the relevant time, the Government in the State 
of Mysore was being run hy the members of the 
Tndian National Congress ( O ) party . It is , therefore, 
very difficult to accept the case of the petitioner that 
in collusion with or with the connivance of the 
Election Commission somehody was able to treat 
these papers chemically . 


S . S . & Patil who has been examined as R . W . 1 in this 
case was the authorised representative of the Returning 
Officer of Dharwar -North Lok Sabha Constituency in 
connection with the election held in the month of 
March 1971 . He had been deputed to go to Govern 
ment Central Press , Bangalore and attend to the suner 
vision of the Printing of the b2110t papers and to take 
delivery of the hallot napers after they were printed 
and made ready for delivery . His evidence is that he 
came to Bangalore on the 11th February, 1971 to 
attend to the work of printing of ballot papers at 
Government Central Pross and along with him he had 
brought 4 officers to assist him . This witness approy 
ed the proof of the hallot paners and after it was so 
approved , the ballot papers were printed . After the 
hallot papers were printed . he had to verify each 
hallot naner with the help of his assistants and ofter 
vorification all the ballot papers were put into real 
und horas for purposes of being carried to Dhar 
war. The printing and counting of hallot parcus 
vont on at the Government Central tross from 17th 
February, 197 ) + 18th February, 1971 and the bullot 
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The petitioner has also not placed before the colirt the ballot papers so removed to New Delhi 
any positive evidence to show that the ballot papers 

were 

brought back after subjecting them to chemical treat 
had been taken out of the promises of the Government ment to be used in the election . Issue No. I ( C ) , there 
Central Press by somebody with the object of chemi fore does not survive . 
cally treating them and replacing them by another 
set of chemically treated ballot papers . 

Issue No. VII 


At this stage , I may refer to the prayer made by the 
petitioner in an Interlocutory Application seeking 
the permission of the Court to recall O . P . Dharmarah 
again and to allow the ballot papers used at the 
clection to be subjected to a chemical examination . 
I am of the opinion that in the circumstances of this 
case , no case has been made out for any further in 
vestigation in this case . The said Interlocutory Appli 
cation is , thereforc , rejected . 


G 


The next issue for consideration is Issuc No. VII 
viz ., whether the Election Commission is a necessary 
party to the Election pctition . It was contended by 
Sri S . C . Sundara Swamy, learned counsel for les 
pondent - 2 that in view of Section 82 of the Repre 
sentation of People Act , it was not open to the peti 
tioner to implead any person other than the candi 
date as respondent to the petition . On going through 
Section 82, I feel that the said section only prescribes 
that all the contesting candidates should be made 
parties to an election petition . It does not say that no 
other person should be made party to the lection 
petition . When allegations of corrupt Practice are 
made in an election petition against some persons 
uther than a candidate , there is nothing wrong in im 
pleading them as parties even at the stage of the pre 
sentation of the petition . It may be mentioned that . 
under Section 99 of the Representation of People Act 
if the Court trying an election petition wants to 
hold a person other than a candidate guilty of corrupt 
practice it has to issue a notice to him and then 
decide the said question . That only shows that per -- 
sons other than the candidates could be made parties 
to an election petition . Even if it is to be held that 
the Election Commission was not a necessary party , 
I feel that the Election Commission , in the circum 
stances of this case , was a proper party . I , therefore , 
hold on Issue No. VII that respondent — 1 — Election 
Commission of India is a proper party though not a 
necessary party to the petition , 


Issue No, x 


Before recording my findings on Issues l( a ) , (b ) 
and ( c ) I propose to refer to one other aspect of this 
case . Neither in the petition nor in the course of the 
evidence , the petitioner has suggested any motive 
which must have prompted the Chief Slection Commis 
sioner to has become a party to the alleged act of 
chemical treatment of hallot papers . Having regard 
to the status which is assigned to the Election Com 
mission and the security of tenure guaranteed to the 
Chief Election Commissioner in the Constitution of 
India , it is very dillicult to believe that the Chief Elec 
tion Commissioner was interested in one political 
party as against others. It appears that when the 
petitioner and scveral others who opposed the Con 
gress ( R ) party , failed very badly at the election 
even in places where they were sure of their 
success and being unable to explain the 
cause of their failure , were in search 
of an alibi, the theory that the elections were 
rigged by resorting to chemical treatment 
of ballot papers which was the figment of the image 
nation of a deelpy disappointed person with a fertile 
brain and which was given wide publicity just before 
the time for fling election petitions was over, was 
readily adopted by them as aground to challenge 
the elections of some successful candidates It is 
unfortunate that such grave allegations have been 
made in these proceedings without due verification , 
It is significant that the petitioner was not able to 
furnish any particulars about any of the persons in 
volved in the alleged corrupt practice , but only reljed 
upon the evidence of some witnesses who have given 
evidence regarding some peculiar features which they 
observed in some of the ballot papers at the time of 
counting . The result of visual examination of the 
ballot papers, both used and unused , and the other 
material which is available in the case totally belle 
the story that the ballot papers had been chemically 
treated and lead me to the conclusion that the allega 
tion that certain peculiar features were observed by 
the witnesses for the petitioner at the time of court 
ing must have been invented an after thought to suit 
the theory that the success of the Congress ( R ) porty 
was on account of the chemical treatment of ballot 
papers . After giving my anxious consideration to 
all aspects of this case, I feel that the allegations made 
against the Election Commission and the officials 
connected with the election process are wholly un 
justified . I fully exonerate the Chief Election Com 
missioner , the Chief Electoral Officer , the Returning 
Officer and all other officers who were entrusted with 
the duties connected with the election of all the 
charges and other veiled and sinister suggestions 
made against them . 

I, therefore, hold on Issue No. I ( a ) that the peti 
tioner has failed to prove that the rubber stamping 
on the symbol of calf and cow on large number of 
hallot papers used in the election had been made by 
a mechanical process on chemically treated ballot 
papers, and 10t by voters , and on Issue I ( b ) that 
the petitioner has failed to prove that an appreciable 
percentage of hallot papers were removed from 
Bangalore to New Delhi before the election and that 


In view of my findings on Issue No. I ( a ), ( b ) and 
( c ) , this petition fails and is dismissed . 

In view of the baseless allegations made in the peti 
tion , I feel that in the circumstances of the case , the 
petitioner should be directed to pay by way of costs 
Rs. 650 / - to respondent - 1 ; Rs. 650 / - to respondent - 2 
and Rs. 650 / - to respondent 3 and 4 , together . 

Sd /- E . S . Venkataramiali, Judge. 
Dated, 7th Deceber , 1971. 

[No. 82 /MY / 1 / 72. ] 


By Order , 
V . NAGASUBRAMANIAN , Sęcy . 


New Delhi, the 23rd June 1972 


S . O . 2406 . — In pursuance of section 160 of the Re 
preseniation of the People Act, 1951, the Election Com 
mission hereby publishes the order, pronounced on the 
10th November , 1971, by the High Court at Calcutta in 
Election Petition No. 5 of 1971. 

Election Petition Case No. 5 of 1971 


IN THE HIGH COURT AT CALCUTTA 
ELECTION PETITION JURISDICTION 


Present: 

The Ion ble Mr. Justice Sankar Prasad Mitra 
November 10 , 1971 
Rathindra Kumar Ghosh - Petitioner. 

Versus 
T . P . Bhattacharjee & ors. - Respondents, 
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The Court. - - In this petition the election of the res discharged the burden of proof to establish that inere 
pondent No. 2 from the North East Calcutta Parlia were discrepancies between the original and the certi 
mentary Constituency has been challenged . The eles fled copies of Forms Nos. 16 and 20 but he did not call 
lion was held on the 10th March , 1971. The election for the original forms and his second ground must also 
petitioner is one of the electors in the said constituency . fail. Kidwai the election petitioner claimed that he 
There were three candidates in the election , namely , would succeed in establishing his case on pleas Nos . 1 
Hireni Mukherjee the respondent No . 2 , Piyus Kanti and 6 from the ballot papers and subnitted that an 
Dasgupta the respondent No, 4 and Balai Chandra Paul, order for inspection of the ballot papers he made ana 
the respondent No. 3 . The respondent No. 1 T . P . Bhat that he be permitted to show from the ballot papers 
tacharjee was the Returning Omcer . From the Anal that the returning officer had improperly received , 
result sheet prepared under the signature of the Re refused or rejected the votes, and that on a true count 
turning Omcer it appears that the votes received by he would get the largest number of valid votes. The 
each of the candidates were as following : 

I ribunal rejected the application for inspection . The 
Hiren Mukherjee ( the respondent No. 2 ) — 1,13,230 

High Court , however , was of opinion , inter aria , that 

the Tribunal rejected the 
votes. 

application for inspection 

without adequate reasons. The matter then went to 
Piyus Kanti Das Gupta (the respondent No. 4 ) -- 

the Supreme Court. The Supreme Court s views rele 
1 , 10,939 votes . 

vant for our purposes in the present application , have 
Balai Chandra Paul (the respondent No. 3 ) — been expressed in paragraphs 5 , 6 and 7 of the judge 
56 ,590 votes . 

ment of Shah J. at pages 1251 and 1252 . The relevant 
It appears further that 11,812 ballot papers were re observations are as follows: 
jected and 32 votes cast on postal ballot papers were 

“ 5 .... The Tribunalrightly rejected this plea (the pleas 
also rejected . 

of inspection ) , for by thc mere tiroduction of the sealed 
The clection petitioner prays , inter alia , for a decla boxes pursuant to its order the ballot papers did not 
ration that the respondent No. 4 has been duly elected , become part of the record and they were not liable to 
on a recount of the votes . There are no allegations of be inspected unless the Tribunal was satisfied that such 
corrupt practices in the petition . The petitioner s only inspection was in the circumstances of the case neces 
grievance is that the counting of votes was not pro sary in the interests of justice. 
perly done. Various allegations have been made in 

6 . An election petition must contain a concise state 
support of the petitioner s prayer for a recount. Be 

ment of the material facts on which the petītioner relies 
fore I come to these allegations, it would be necessary 

in support of his case . If such material facts are set 
to discuss a few judgments , - particularly of the 

out the Tribunal has undoubtedly the power to direct 
Supreme Court, which have discussed the nature of 

discovery and inspection of documents with which a 
Averments necessary to entitle an election petitioner to 

civil court is invested under the Code of Civil Proce 
ask either for an inspection of the ballot papers or for dure when trying a suit. But the power which the 
u recount . Learncd counsel for the respondent No . 2 

civil Court may exercise in the trial of suits is confined 
herein has taken a point of demurrer. His contention to the narrow limits of order 11 Code of Civi . Proce 
is that on the averments made in the petition no order dure . Inspection of documents under Order 11 Code 
for a resount can be made at all. In several election of Civil Procedure may be ordered under R . 15 , oſ 
petitions at present pending in this Court and also in 

documents which are referred to in the pleadings or 
previous years , orders for recounts were made, by con 

particulars 28 disclosed in the afildavit of documents 
sent of partics. But in this petition counsel for the 

of thc other party , and under R . 18 ( 2 ) of other docu 
respondent No . 2 was unwilling to make any conces 

ments in the possession or power of the other party . 
sions. He stated that the views expressed by Their 

The returning ollicer is not a party to an election peti 
Lordships of the Supreme Court from time to time, 

tion and an order for production of the ballot papers 
were so explicit und unequivocal that the election peti 

cannot be made under Order 11 Code of Civil Proce 
tioner in this case was bound to fail in his attempt dure. But the Election Tribunal is not on that account 
10 secure an order for recount. 

without authority ifi respect of the ballot papers. In 
Let us, therefore , ko straight to the Sureme Court s a proper case where the interests of justice demands 
decisions on this subject on which counsel for the res it, the Tribunal may call upon the Returning Ollicer 
pondent No. 2 has strongly reliel. In Ram Sewak to produce the ballot papers; and may permit inspec 
Yadav Vs. Hussain Kamil Kidwai, AIR 1964 S . C . 1249 tion by the parties before it of the ballot papers that 
the election petitioner made the following allegations: power is clearly implicit in sections 100 ( 1 ) d ( iii ) , 101, 

" 1. that there had been improper reception , rejection 102 and Rule 93 of the Conduct of Election Rules , 1961. 
and refusal of votes at the time of counting , and in 

This power to order inspection of the ballot papers 
consequence thereof the election was materially affect 

which is apart from Order 11 Code of Civil Procedure 
ed ; 

may be exercised , subject to the statutory restrictions 

about the secrecy of the ballot paper prescribed by 
2 . that there were discrepancies between the totai sections 94 and 128 ( 1 ) . 
number of votes mentioned in Form 16 and Form 20 ; 

7. An order for Inspection may not be granted as a 
3 . that the tendered votes were wrongly rejected by 

matter of course ; having regard to the insistence upon 
the returning officer and on that account the election 

the secrecy of the ballot papers, the court would be 
was materially affected ; 

Justified in granting order for inspection provided two 

conditions are fulflled ; 
4 . that at the polling station No . 29 at Majgawan in 

( 1) that the petition for setting aside an election 
Bhitauli Unit and Kursi Polling Station in Kursi As 

contains an adequate statement of the materlal facts 
sembly Unit, the polling oficers did not give ballot 

on which the petitioner relies in support of his case ; 
papers to the voters: 
5 . that counting of votes of Bhituali Assembly Unit 

( ii ) the Tribunal is prima facie satisfied that in order 
continued till 8 - 30 p . m . in insufficient light notwith to decide the dispute and to do completo justice bet 
standing the protest lodged by the petitioner ; and 

ween the parties Inspection of the hallot papers is neces 

sary . But an order for inspection of ballot papers 
6 . that on a true count he ( the election petitioner ) 

cannot be granted to support vague pleas made in the 
would have received a majority of valid votes and that 

petition not supported by material facts or fish out evl 
he was entitled to be declared duly elected ." 

dence to support such pleas. The case of the petitioner 
At the trial before the Tribunal the parties did not must he set out with precision supported by averments 
lead any oral evidence . With regard to the pleas 3 , 4 of material facts . To establish a case so pleaded an 
and 5 the burden of proof lay upon the petitioner ; but order for inspection may undoubtedly , if the interests 
he led no evidence to substantiate them . The tribunal of justice require, be granted . But a mere allegation 
was of the view that the election petitioner could have that the petitioner suspects or believes that there has 


and 
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intended to provide adequate saleguard for the exami 
nution of the validity or invalidity of votes or lor their 
proper counting . It may be that in some cases , the 
erius ol justice would make it necessary for ine Tribu 
nal to allow a party to inspect the ballot boxes and 
consider nis objections about the improper acccptance 
or improper rejection of votes rendered by voies at ary 
given election ; but in consiūering the requirenients i 
justice , care must be taken to see that election peti 
tioners do not get a chance to make roving or hshin : 
enquiry in the ballot boxes so as to justify their claim 
that the returned candidate s election is Void . We ao 
not propose to lay down any hard and fast rule in this 
matter ; indeed , to attempt to lay down such a rule 
would be inexpedient and unreasonable .” 


been an improper reception , refusal or rejection of 
votes will not be sufficient to support an order for insa 
pection ." 

The Supreme Court has held that the allegation of 
Kidwai the election petitioener that he was satisfied 
that on inspection and scrutiny of ballot papers he 
would be able to demonstrate that there had been 
wrong counting on account of improper reception , 
refusal or rejection of votes was wholly insufficient to 
justify a claim for inspection and has reversed the deci 
sion of the High Court. 

Mr. Chatterjee, Learned Counsel for the respondent 
No . 4 has urged that in this case the election petitioner 
had asked for inspection of ballot papers prior to trial 
on evidence . And the Supreme Court has taken the 
view that inspection cannot be allowed for fishing out 
evidence . It is true that the petitioner had not adduced 
evidence in support of the plea that there was improper 
reception , refusal and rejection of votes . But on the 
pleadings that are necessary to support an order of 
inspection , the general principles have been laid down 
in this judgment. The petitioner must set out his case 
with precision supported by avermenis of material 
facts . Vague allegations of improper reception , refu 
sal or rejection of votes would not entitle the petitioner 
to an inspection of the ballot papers having regard to 
the secrecy of the ballot provided for in the law . As 
to the power of a Court or Tribunal to direct a trial 
on evidence though the pleadings are inadequate , there 
are other judgments which we shall consider a little 
later . 


In the next paragraph the Suprene Court has con 
sidered the various rules relating to counting anu says : 
“ We have referred broadly to the scheme of these 
Rules to emphasise the point that the election petitioner 
who is a defeated candidate , has ample oppuriunity ) 
examine the voting papers before they are counted , 
and in case the objections raised by him or nis election . 
agent have been improperly overruled , he knows pre 
cisely the nature of the objections raised by him and 
the voting papers to which those objections related . It 
is in the light of this background that section 83 ( 1 ) of 
the Act has to be applied to the petitions made for ins 
pection of ballot boxes . Such an application must con 
tain a concise statement of the material fauts . " The 
Supreme Court has upheld the High Court s view that 
the Tribunal was in error in allowing inspec ! ion of the 
ballot boxes . 


In this case , therefore , there is an indication that in 
terms of section 83 ( 1 ) an election petition asking for a 
recount should contain material iacts as to the voting 
papers to which objections were raised but were im 
properly over - ruled . The petitioner should give parti . 
culars as to the ( a ) nature of the objections and ( b ) 
the ballot papers to which those objections related . 


Counsel for the respondent No. 2 then relied on the 
Supreme Court s recent judgment in Jitendra Bahadur 
Singh vs . Krishnu Behari rt ported in AIR 1970 S .C . at 
page 276 . In the election petition here, the following 
allegations were made : 

" 1. Only one counting agent was permitted at each 
table whereas three persons were doing the counting 
work simultaneously and it was impossible for one 
man to look into and detect the wrong acts of three 
persons at the same time. 


The next case of the Supreme Court on which reli 
ance was placed by counsel for the respondent No . 3 
was the case of Jagat Singh vs. Gianı Kartar Singh 
reported in AIR 1966 S . C . at page 773 . In this case 
one of the prayers in the election petition was for ins 
pection of the ballot boxes and a recount of votes. 
The Tribunal allowed inspection of the ballot boxes 
and as result of recount declared the appellant to have 
been elected . The Tribunal found that the result of the 
election , so far as it concerned the returned candidate 
had been materially affected by the improper reception 
of votes in his favour which were void and by the im 
proper rejection of valid votes polled in favour of the 
appellant. One of the principal-questions before the 
Supreme Court was whether the Tribunal was justified 
in allowing inspection of the ballot boxes in this pro 
ceeding. In paragraph 31 at page 783 of the judgment 
the Supreme Court has answered this question . The 
observations are as follows: 

“ The true legal position in this matter is no longer 
in doubt. Section 92 of the Act which defines the 
powers of the Tribunal in terms, confers on it, by clause 
( a ) , the powers which are vested in a Court under the 
Code of Civil Procedure when trying a suit, inter alia , 
in respect of discovery and inspection . Therefore , in 
a proper case , the Tribunal can order the inspection 
of the ballot boxes and may proceed to examine the 
objections raised by the parties in relation to the im 
proper acceptance or rejection of the voting papers. 
But in exercising this power , the Tribunal has to bear 
in mind certain important considerations. Section 
83 ( 1 ) ( a ) of the Act requires that an election petition 
shall contain a concise statement of the material facts 
on which the petitioner relies ; and in every case , where 
a prayer is made by the petitioner for the inspection 
of the ballot boxes , the Tribunal must enquire whether 
the application made by the petitioner in that behalf 
contains a concise statement of the material facts on 
which he relies. Vague or general allegations that 
valid votes were improperly rejected , or invalid votes 
were improperly accepted , would not serve the purpose 
which section 83 ( 1 ) ( a ) has in mind . An application 
made for inspection of ballot boxes must give material 
facts which would enable the Tribunal to consider 
whether in the interests of justice. the ballot boxes 
should be inspected or not . In dealing with this ques 
tion , the importance of the secrecy of the ballot papers 
cannot be ignored . And it is always to be borne in 
mind that the statutory rules framed under the Act are 


Under this head it was further mentioned that the 
counting staff was from amongst the Government ser 
yants who had gone on two months strike before the 
election and during the elections they had adopted a 
hostile attitude towards the congress candidates and 
had made efforts to bring about their defeat : 

2 . The bundle of votes of either candidates were 
neither properly made nor properly scrutinised ; 

3 . About 5000 votes of the Congress candidate were 
improperly rejected ignoring the protests of Mr. Mal 
hotra , the election agent of the Congress nominee ; 

4 . Invalid votes were counted in favour of the return 
ec candidate . The votes Of the Congress candidate 
were counted for the returned candidate ." 


The Allahabad High Court made in this case an order 
permitting inspection of the packets of the ballot papers 
containing the accepted as well as rejected votes of the 
candidates. The Supreme Court has set aside this 
order . In paragraph 7 of the judgment the Supreme 
Court refers to its earlier decisions reported in AIR 
1964 S . C . 1249 and AIR 1966 S . C . 773 ( already consider 
ed by me) and proceeds to state : 

“ These and other decisions of this Court and of the 
High Courts have laid down certain basic requirements 
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to be satisfied before an Election Tribunal can permit 
the inspection of ballot papers. They are : - - 

( 1 ) That the petition for setting aside the election 
must contain an adequate statement of the material 
facts on which the petitioner relies in support of his 
case and ( 2 ) The Tribunal must be prima facie satisfied 
that in order to decide the dispute and to do complete 
justice between the parties, inspection of the ballot 
papers is necessary 


In paragraph 8 of this Judgment the Supreme Court 
points out some of the defects in the pleadings I have 
set out above. The Supreme Court says : " The Trial 
Court was of the opinion that if an election petitioner 
in his election petition gives some figures as to the 
rejection of valid votes and acceptance of invalid votes , 
the same must (not ? ) be considered as an adequate 
statement of material facts . In the instant case apart 
from giving certain figures whether true or imaginary , 
the petitioner has not disclosed in the petition the 
basis on which he arrived at those figures. His bald 
assertions that he got those figures from the counting 
agents of the Congress nominee cannot afford the 
necessary basis . He did not say in the petition who 
those workers were and what is the basis of their in 
formation . It is not his case that they maintained 
any notes or that he examined their notes , if there were 
any . The material facts required to be stated are those 
facts which can be considered as materials supporting 
the allegations made. In other words , they must be 
such facts as to afford a basis for the allegations made 
in the petition . The facts stated in paragraphs 13 and 
14 of the election petition and in schedule " E " , are 
mere allegations and are not material facts supporting 
those allegations. This Court in insisting that the elec 
tion petitioner should state in the petition the material 
facts was referring to a point of subestance and not of 
mere form . . The material facts disclosed by the peti 
tioner must afford an adequate basis for the allegations 
made." In paragraph 9 the Supreme Court considers 
the effect of section 47 of the Representation of People 
Act, 1951 and states : “ The peitioner did not state in 
the election petition that any of the counting agents 
appointed by the Congress candidate or his election 
agent in accordance with the Rules had been refused 
admission to the place of counting . Hence the allega 
tion that the returning officer did not permit enough 
number of counting agents to be appointed is not sup 
ported by any statement of facts necessary to be stated . 
In other words , the material facts relating to the alle 
gations made have not been stated ." 


At this stage I only intend to observe that evidence 
can be adduced only in support of facts alleged in the 
petition . And if the petition does not contain the mate 
rial facts , the court cannot allow a party to call with 
nesses to supply the deficiencies in pleading . 

What these material facts are in relation to an order 
for a recount has been repeatedly pointed out by the 
Supreme Court in the decisions cited above. It is true 
that in the last cited case the Supreme Court has direct 
ed the trial judge to proceed with the trial in accord 
ance with law . But it seems to me that this direction 
was given with reference to the other allegations in the 
petition apart from allegations to support an order for 
recounting . From the judgment it appears that the 
election of the appellant was challenged on various 
grounds but the Supreme Court made it clear that its 
present judgment was confined only to the allegations 
relating to the irregularity in the scrutinising and 
counting of votes. In this connection , I may once 
again advert to the Supreme Court s views expressed 
in Jagjit Singh s case reported in AIR 1966 S . C . 773 . 
In this case the Tribunal allowed a recounting and 
came to the conclusion that the result of the election , 
So far as the returned candidate was concerned , had 
been materially affected by improper reception and re 
jection of votes ; but the Supreme Court in unmistak 
able language deprecates the practice of allowing ins 
pection of ballot papers without material averments . 
In paragraph 35 at pages 784 and 785 of the judgment 
the Supreme Court has said : “ . . The order passed by 
the Tribunal clearly shows that the Tribunal did not 
apply its mind to the question as to whether sufficient 
particulars had been mentioned by the appellant in his 
application for inspection . All that the Tribunal has 
observed is that a prima facie case has been made out 
for examining the ballot papers ; it has also referred to 
the fact that the appellant has in his own statement 
supported the contention and that the evidence laid by 
him prima facie justifies his prayer for inspection of 
ballot papers . In dealing with this question , the Tri 
bunal should have first enquired whether the applica 
tion made by the appellant satisfied the requirements 
of section 83 ( 1 ) of the Act; and , in our opinion , on the 
allegations made, there can be only one answer and that 
is against the appellant. We have carefully considered 
the allegations made by the appellant in his election 
petition as well as those made by him in his applica 
tion for inspection , and we are satisfied that the said 
allegations are very vague and general, and the whole 
object of the appellant in asking för inspection was to 
make a fishing enquiry with a view to find out some 
material to support his case that the respondent No. 1 
has received some invalid votes and that the appellant 
had been denied some valid votes. Unless an applica 
tion for inspection of ballot papers makes out a proper 
case for such inspection , it would not be right for the 
Tribunal to open the ballot boxes and allow a party to 
inspect the ballot papers , and examine the validity or 
invalidity of the ballot papers contained in it . If such 
a course is adopted , it would inevidably lead to the 
opening of ballot boxes almost in every case , and that 
would plainly be inconsistent with the scheme of the 
statutory rules and with the object of keeping the ballot 
papers secret. That is why we are satisfied that the 
High Court was right in coming to the conclusion that 
the appellant had failed to make out a case for the 
inspection of the ballot boxes in this case ." 

In view of these observations of the Supreme Court, 
I cannot allow the election netition to he tried on evi 
dence , as desired by counsel for the petitioner, unless 
I am satisfied that the material facts necessary for an 
order for recounting have heen alleged in the instant 
case in the petition itself . By bringing withnesses into 
the Witness Box the petitioner cannot he nermitted to 
improve upon his allegations in the petition . Refe 
rence may also be made in this connection to the case 
of Jamunn Prosad vs. Shri Ramnicas A . I . R . ( 1959 ) 
Madhya Pradesh 226 . It has heen observed in para 
graphs 12 and 13 of the judgment at page 229 that in 
the absence of particulars of corrupt practices an elec 
tion petition cannot be allowed to go to trial. Ons 


In paragraph 10 it is observed : “ Now coming to the 
rejection of the votes polled in favour of the Congress 
nominee , under the rules before a vote is rejected the 
agents of the candidates must be permitted to examine 
the concerned ballot paper . Therefore it was quite 
easy for them to note down the serial number of the 
concerned ballot papers. The election petition is silent 
as to the inspection of ballot papers or whether the 
coun ing agents had noted down the serial numbers of 
those ballot papers or whether those agents raised any 
objection relating to the validity of those ballot papers; 
if so who those agents are and what are the serial 
number of the ballot papers to which each one of them 
advanced their objections. These again are material 
facts required to be stated ." 


Mr. Chatterjee learned counsel for the election peti 
tioner , submits that this judgment of the Supreme 
Court was delivered in an appeal from an interlocutory 
order permitting inspection of ballot papers . No oral 
evidence was taken on the averments in the election 
petition . The Supreme Court had sent the matter back 
to the Trial Judge for trial in accordance with law . 
Moreover , in this case no application was made to the 
returning officer for recounting. Mr. Chatterjee has 
urged that in the instant case he wants to adduce evi 
denco justifying the necessity for an order for a recount 
and the election petitioner should not be deprived of 
the opportunity of adducing the relevant evidence. 
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in dispute. The function of the particulars is therefore 
to point out or indicate the nature of the defence ex 
pected of the respondent. It cannot, however, mean a 
disclosure of the evidence which the petitioner has to 
let in . " 


The Madras High Court in this case has also referred 
to the decision in Bruce vs . Odhama Press Ltd . ( 1936 ) 
I. K . B . 097 at page 712 Scott L . J . has construed the 
relevant rules of the Supreme Court and has stated 
that the word "material" means necessary for the pur 
pose of formulating a complete cause of action ; and 
if any onc " material" fact is omitted , the statement of 
claim is bad ; it is " demurrable " in the old phraseology, 
ard in the new is liable to be “ struck out" ; " a further 
and better statement of claim " may be ordered . Scott , 
LJ, then goes on to say that the function of " parti 
culars" is quite diferent. Their function is to All in 
the pi :ture of the plaintiff s cause of action with in 
formation sufficiently detailed to put the defendent on 
his guard as to the case he has to meet and to enable 
him to prepare for trial. 


In this case we are concerned with the material facts 
that must be stated for a complete cause of action for 
an order for recount and not with particulars of cor 
rupt practice . The Supreme Court s decisions on theso 
" particulars " are not , therefore, apposite for our pur 
poses. 


parity of reasoning if " material facts for recounting 
are not stated in the petition a trial on evidence can 
not be ordered . Oral evidence cannot be adduced to 
fill up " material facts " which ought to have been alleg . 
ed in the petition itself, 

I may now refer to a few other decisions on which 
counsel for the petitioner had relied . My attentlon 
was drawn to the Supreme Court s deciyion in Jagan 
Nuth vs . Jaswant Singh and ors . reported in 9E . L . R ; 
The Supreme Court has held in this case that the provi 
sions contained in section 32 of the Representation of 
People Act, 1951 that all duly nominated candidates 
shall be joined as parties to an election petition is only 
a directory provision . Failure to implead a candidate 
who has withdrawn his candidature is therefore not a 
fatal detect , and an election petition cannot be dismiss 
ed in limine for failure to implead such a canddiate . 
The Supreme Court is of opinion that the Tribunal 
should proceed in such a case in the manner provided 
in the Civil Procedure Code, which has been made ap 
plicable to the trial of election pctitions, and it can 
permit candidates who have not been impleaded to be 
made parties to the petition . 

Mr. Chatterjee has submitted to me on the basis of 
the above decision that, like section 82 . section 83 is 
also a inerely directory provision and an election peti 
tion cannot be dismissed altogether for non - compliance 
with any of the provisions of section 83. 

I have to observe that in the above judgment the 
Supreme Court reserved its final opinion on matters 
specifically covered , inter alia , by section 83 . And so 
far as order for rccount is concerned , I am unable to 
accept Mr. Chatterjee s view that non - compliance with 
Section 83 ( 1 ) ( a ) is not fatal to an election petition in 
view of the Supreme Court s repeated pronounce 
ments on this subject I have already referred to . 

Rullance was then placed on the Supreme Court s 
decisions in Bhikaji Keshuo Joshi vs . Brijlulal Bivani, 
10 E .L . R . 357 and Harish Chandra vy . Triloki Singh 
12 E . L . R . 461. In the first case the Supreme Court has 
pointed out that if full partivulurs oť some of the cor 
rupt practices alleged are not given , the l ribunal should 
call for better particulars and can strike out- charges 
only upon non - compliance with the order for better 
particulars . In the second case at pages 470 to 471 it 
has been stated that if the grounds on which an elec 
tion is sought to be set aside are something other than 
the commission of corrupt or illegal practices, e . ., 
when it is stated that the nomination had been wrongly 
accepted or that the returned candidate was not entitl 
ed to stand for election , then section 83 ( 2 ) has no appli 
cation and the requirements of section 83 ( 1 ) are satis 
filed when facts relating to those objections are stated , 
The Supreme Court points out that the facts to be 
stated under section 83 ( 1 ) are thus different from the 
particulars which have to be given under section 83 ( 2 ). 
When , therefore , an election is challenged on the 
ground that the candidate has committed the corrupt 
practices mentioned in section 123 Instances constitut 
ing particulars thereof will properly fall within section 
83 ( 2 ) and not section 83 ( 1 ) , 

These two cases are not relcvant for the points under 
consideration in the present case . It is obvious that 
there are differences between "material facts " in sec 
tion 83 ( 1 ) and “ full particulars of any corrupt prac 
tice " in Section 83 ( 2 ) . The Madras High Court in 
S . Kandaswami vs . $ . B . Adityan , 19 E , L , R , 260 has 
considered the distinction between " material facts in 
section 83 ( 1 ) ( a ) and " ful] particulars of any corrupt 
practice" in section 83 ( 1 ) ( b ) . The Madras High Court 
says: " The section nakes a distinction between mate 
rial facts and particulars . Material facts are those 
which will go to make out the petitioner s case forming 
the change against the respondent. If the material 
facts constitute a corrupt practice , certain amount of 
detail would be necessary to ensure clearness . The 
object of insisting on such details or particulars is to 
prevent gurprise at the trial as otherwise the respon 
dent would not know for certain what is the real point 


Bcaring in mind the Supreme Court s observations 
in the cases cited above on material facts required in 
a petition praying for inspection of ballot papers or a 
recount of votes, let us try to analyse the averments 
made in the petition in the instant case to see if, in 
the interest of justice , ary order for recount should be 
made. The relevant allegations are in paragraph 8 of 
the petition . This paragraph has been verifed by the 
petitioner as " based on information received from Shri 
Chandra Sekhar Bose the election agent of the respon 
dent No. 4 and his countirg agents afidavits from five 
of whom are annexed to this petition and believed by 
me to be true. " No affidavit of Chandra Sekhar Boge 
was filed along with the election petition on the 24th 
April, 1971. The period of limitation prescribed by 
section 81 of the Representation of the People Act . 
1951 expired on the 27th April 1971 and Chandra 
Sekhar Bose has affirmed a belated affidavit on the 
13th July , 1971 which was Aled on the 14th July . 1971 . 
In this affidavit (paragraph 1 ) he says thot he attended 
a bipartite meeting with the management of the Life 
Insurance Corporation of India which was held in 
Bombay from the 19th to thc 24th April, 1971. He 
says further that he left Calcutta on the 16th April 
and came back to Calcutta on the 26th April, 1971. 
There is no explanation as to why he could not affirm 
his affidavit between the 27th April 1971 and the 12th 
July , 1971. Nor is there any explanation as to why he 
did not affirm his affidavit before leaving Calcutta on 
the 16th April. 1971 since he was the only person who 
WAS in a position to speak generally about imp per 
reception or rejection of votes at the differert tables 
in the counting hall. The five counting agents whose 
affidavits have been Aled with the election petition 
have no doubt. stated that the allegations in paragraph 
A of the election petition are true to their krowledge: 
hut no importance can be attached to this verification 
inasmuci As a countino ament can only speak of inci 
dants that had occurred at his table and not at other 
tables. He can , however, speak of some general 
matters and I shall make my observations on such 
matters later on . 


So far as Chandra Sekhar Baan is moccerned I am 
unable to take any notice ot the rew facts that he has 
introduced into his affidavit. The Supreme Court in 
11 : recen ! judgment on " amandmants " in the case of 
AK. Gupta & Sons Ltd . vs . Damodar Valley Corpora 
tion AIR 1967 S . C . 96 in paragraph Oot nnge 98 has 
caterogically stated that ro Amendment will be allowed 
to introduce a new set of ideas to the prejudice of any 
right acquired by any party by lapse of time. 
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With these preliminary observations I proceed to 
examine the allegations in paragraph 8 of the petition 
It is stated in paragraph 8 ( i ) : " There were a number 
of transistors inside the counting hall when the count: 
ing of the yotes was going on and they were brought 
by the counting agents of respondents 2 and 3 . The 
noise of the transistors seriously interfered with the 
counting work and the returning officcr did not take 
any steps in spite of requests made on behall of the 
respondent No. 4 . " 


Chandra Sokhar Bose in paragraph 3 of his atidavit 
has made similar allegations ; but he proceeds to add 
what the Supreme Court describes as a new set of 
ideas." He says : “ It ( the operation of transistors 
" blaring out news and music " ) was seriously interler 
ing with counting work and the counting assistants 
were counting negligently and without applying their 
minds. I saw the counting assistants Inserting ballot 
papers of the respondent No. 4 into the bundles of l es 
pondents Nos. 2 and 3 . I protested to the returning 
officer as well as to the assistant returning ollicer . 1 
also asked them to cause the transistors to be removed 
But they did not heed these protests." 

It is rather difficult to believe that the returning 
officer who was the Collector of Stamp Revenue in 
Calcutta and his assistant returning oicer did not take 
any steps against the playing of transistors in the 
counting hall even though their attention was drawn to 
the disturbance that these transistors were creating. 
The returning ofcer in paragraph 6 ( 1 ) of his written 
statement has specifically denied these allegations, 
Secondly , in the election petition itself the most vital 
averments have not been made . There is no statement 
that the use of transistors in the counting hall by the 
counting agents of the respondents Nos , 2 and 3 led to 
mişcounting of votes. Chandra Sekhar Bose has al 
tempted to All in the lacuna by stating a new fact 
namely , that he saw the counting assistants inserting 
ballot papers of the respondent No. 4 into the bundley 
of the respondents Nos . 2 and 3 , This iact does not 
appear in the petition ; but even if I take it into cony) 
deration the most material fact Chandra Sekhar Buse 
has omitted to state , namely the actual number of ballot 
papers that were negligently inserted into the bundles 
of the respondents Nos . 2 and 3 . There arc also no 
particulars of the counting tables at which the alleged 
insertions had taken place . Then again , it is interest 
ing to note that Chandra Sekhar Bose applied to the 
returning officer for a recount on the 13th March , 1971. 
In this application nothing whatsoever is stated about 
the disturbance caused by the transistors which the 
counting agents of the other candidates had inducted 
into the counting hall or the effect thereof. It is true 
that an election petitioner need not be conflned to the 
grounds urged before the returning ofllcer: vide Velus 
wami Thevar Vs . Raja Nainar , 17 E .L . R . 131 at page 
189. But if unrestricted use of transistors went on 
within the counting hall despite protests , it would he 
but reasonable to expect some kind of allegation to this 
effect in the application for a recount made to the re 
turning officer . The absence of such allegation , in my 
view , weakness the election petitioner s case to a great 
extent. The cumulative effect of all these infirmitles 
in the instant case is that I cannot allow a recount on 
this ground . Mr. Chatterjee , coun : el for the petitioner , 
draw my attention to paragraph 11 ( 1 ) ( d ) of the peti 
tion . It contains the petitioner s " submission " only 
that an anarchic situation prevailed in the hall of 
counting as alleged , inter alia , in paragraph 0 ( i ) , I do 
not think this submission especially relied on hy Mr. 
Chatterjee strengthens the petitioner s case . 


made, the counting - assistants who belonged to the 
group or groups hostile to C . P . I. ( M ) crowded round the 
transistors leaving the counting tables , causing near 
idhar hy lo prevail in the counting hall at these 
moments . The final news of the deleat of . . . . . . . . . . 
IC . P . I. ( M ) candidate came at about 9 pm , on 
the lith March , 1971 and the counting assistants 
then burst into applause and joyous shouts and 
complele anarchy prevailed for about hallan 
hour at that time and the majority of the counting 
assistants left the counting tables. Even the assistants 
of the presiding oficer at the table where the counting 
for Vidyasagar constituency was going on left the 
counting table . Throughout ilth March 1971 the at 
mosphere in the counting hall was not congenial for 
counting." 

It is to be observed that in this sub - paragraph there 
is no specific allcgation of miscounting , The petitioner 
mcrcly complains that there was an uncongenial at 
mosphere in the counting hall. Chandra Sekhar Bose , 
however , in paragraphs 5 and 6 ot his affidavit has 
added a few facts . He says that before his very eves 
the counting assistants deliberately inserted the respon 
dent No. 4 s ballot papers in bunches into the bundles 
of the respondents Nos. 2 and 3 . He adds further that 
protests were made by him as well his counting agents 
to the counting assistants , the assistant returning 
officer and the rcturning officer ; but these protests went 
unheeded . He alleges that the entire counting was 
being done in a fraudulent manner and the counting 
assistants , the assistant returning officer and the re 
turning officer were all obviously hostile to the C .P . I. ( M ) 
candidate . Apart from these being new facts , the most 
remarkable feature is that Chandra Sakhar Buse has 
omitted to state even approximately how many ballot 
papers of the respondent No . 4 were dellberately in 
kerted into the bundles of the respondent Nos. 2 and 3 . 
He could have also given particulars of the counting 
tables at which these incidents had occurred : but ho 
has not chosen to do so . There are als ) no names of 
the counting agents who made protests or of the count 
ing assistants to whom the protests were made. And , 
strangely enough , there is no mention of any of these 
facts in his 

a counting to the returning 
oficer. On 

of thi, nature , therefore , 
the Supreme 

prevent me from making 
an order for recount. I would add that the returning 
officer has denied the allegations in paragraph 8 ( ii ) of 
the petition in paragraph G ( fi ) of his written state 
ment. I shall make further observations on the Vidya 
sogar Constitucncy later in this judgment. 

In paragraph 8 ( iii) of the petition it is alleged : 
" There was an acrimonious wordy duel betwcen the 
presiding officer at Vidyasagar and his assistants on 
11th March , 1971. The exchanges that went on bet 
ween them , were carried on in such a loud voice that 
there was serious disturbance to "ounting and the 
other counting assistants became visibly unmindful. 
As stated above , the atmosphere in the counting hall 
was seriously incongenial to counting." 

These are again vague allegations completely lacking 
in particulars that go to constitute " inatorial facts " for 
an order for a recount apart from further comments on 
the Vidyasagar Constituincy which I shall subsequent 
ly makc. 

Ir paragraph 8 ( iv ) of the petition the statements are : 
" Both on 11th March , 1971 and 13th March , 1971 count 
in assistants were paid thcir remuneration while the 
counting was going on . At the time of, and dur 118 
payment of the remuneration , hulla went on and the 
counting assistants became unmindful to their work , 
left their tables and were thoroughly negligent in the 
business of counting. On 13th March , 1971 there was 
a further hulla , ard shouts and counter -shouts were 
raised for a considerable period of time over the 
quantum of remuneration . Whereas on 11th March . 
1971. the counting Assistants were paid at the rate of 
Rs. 3 .00 per day, on 13th March 1971 they demanded 
more of the ground that the work of counting WAS 
streneous and also prolonged . The demand was raised 


In paragraph 8 ( ii) the allegation is : " On the 11th 
March , 1971, simultaneous counting was going on in 
respect of South - Beliaghat, Vidyasagar and Scaldah . 
On that date the counting in respect of the Cossipore 
Constituency . . . . . .was going on and announcement was 
being off and on made to the effect that the Congress 
candidate in that constituercy . . . . . .was maintaining 
and / or increasing his lead over . . . . . . the C . P . I. ( M ) 
qandidate . Whenever such an announcement was being 
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to a high pitch and the officers came and went in vain 
attempt to persuade the counting assistants to resume 
working . Ultimately the employees became pacified 
only when they were promised at the rate oſ Rs. 9 .00 
per day. This wrangling of the employees and demand 
ol the employees for a higher rate of remuneration 
went on from 7 p .m . to 9 p . m ." 

The election petitioner has stated all these facts to 
create the impression that counting did not take place 
in the proper atmosphere . But in the remaining state 
ments he has made in this sub -paragraph he lails to 
state material facts on the basis whereof the court 
can come to his aid . These remaining statements are : 
" This incident again shows that counting was carried 
on in an uncongenial and acrimonious atmosphere of 
quarrel, debate , struggle for higher wages and also 
political enthusiasm which was expressed in joyful 
shouts at the news of the defeat of C . P . I . ( M ) candidates. 
All this affected counting and the petitioner has every 
reason to believe that counting was in this atmosphere , 
perfunctory . Attention of the counting assistants was 
also , again and again diverted by the blaring of tran 
sistors and also by exciting news broadcast through 
these transistors ." 

The Supreme Court has said repeatedly that the 
secrecy of the ballot cannot be disturbed by in - deter 
minate allegations of this nature . The petitioner s 
"belief is immaterial. What is material is what the 
petitioner sees or knows and the details thereof . 

Chandra Sekhar Boge in paragraph 7 of his affldavit 
reiterates more or less these vague allegations; but he 
adds a few new facts which , iſ stated in the petition 
with full particulars and supporting alldavits might 
have persuaded me to think whether some kind of 
order for recount should be made . He says : “ I found 
at many tables , the counting agents of respondent 
No. 2 sorting and arranging the ballot papers. Myself 
and some of my counting assistants, namely , Shri Saibal 
Ghose and Shri Rajendra Nath Ghose complained to 
the assistant returning officer and the returning omcer , 
but, as usual the complaints were unattended . " These 
are new facts not stated in the petition , Secondly , 
there are no particulars of the tables at which he saw 
the respondent No . 2 s counting agents sorting out or 
arranging the ballot papers . Thirdly , there is no aff 
davit by Saibal Ghose ; but there is an affldavit by 
Rajendra Nath Ghose Aled along with the petition and 
he does not say that he made any such complaint either 
to the assistant returning officer or the returning off 
cer. Last but not the least , these allegations do not 
find any place in Chandra Sekhar s application to the 
returning officer for a recount. On all these grounds I 
am unable to agree with Mr. Chatterjee that there can 
be any order for recount on the footing of what is 
stated in paragraph 8 ( iv ) of thc election petition . 

I now proceed to paragraph 8 ( v ). It is alleged : 
" Each counting table was very narrow and the counting 
assistants sat with upright wooden pigeon holes . The 
table was so narrow that only two counting agents 
could sit by each side of the counting -assistants and 
on many occasions the counting agents of the respon 
dent No . 4 could not secure any chair by the side of 
the counting assistants . The chair opposite to the 
counting assistants was useless for observing and wat 
ching the counting because the wooden upright pigeon 
hole completely obstructed the sight of the agents . 
Particularly , when the counting for Burtolla Consti 
tuency was done on 13th March , 1971, from the begin 
ning to the end , from about 8 - 30 a .m . on 13th March 
to 1 a . m . on 14th March 1971, no counting agent of the 
respondent No. 4 could sit on either side of the count 
ing assistants (who ) belonged to group or groups hostile 
to C . P . I. ( M ) , irregularities were committed in counting 
and ballot papers in favour of the respondent No . 4 
had been bound and mixed with ballot papers in favour 
of the respondent No. 2 and the respondent No. 3 and 
the result of the counting was thereby grossly affected 
It was not possible for counting agents to observe the 
counting from behind the counting assistants , just 
because there was no room for standing." 


These are worthless allegations and Court can take 
any notice of them . In the election petition the peti 
tioner has repeatedly saļd that he had made various 
complaints to the returning ollicer or the assistant re 
turning officer ; but, it is interesting that, in the case of 
allegations in this sub - paragraph he does not say that 
the attention oť the said officers or any on them was 
drawn to the inconveniences of the counting agents 
of the respondent No. 4 complained of herein . Nor 
have these facts been referred to in Chandra Sekhar 
Bose s application for recounting . Moreover , the sub 
paragraph suffers from a palpable contradiction . If 
the counting agents of the respondent No. 4 were unable 
to observe the counting, how could they see that the 
ballot papers of the respondent No. 4 were mixed up 
with the ballot papers of the respondents No . 2 or 3 ? 
In any event, no particulars of these ballot papers at 
all have been stated in this sub -paragraph . On these 
allegations, therefore, there can be no order in favour 
of the petitioner , 

We now come to praragraph 8 ( vi ). It is stated : 
" Doubtful and / or rejected votes were disposed of by 
the returning officer in the absence of the election agent 
of the respondent No . 4 and of the respondent No. 4 
and / or any of his counting agents." 

This sub -paragraph contradicts sub -paragraph ( xvi ) . 
In this sub -paragraph the allegation is : " A large num 
ber of votes amounting to 11 ,812 were rejected and 
those included a large number cast in favour of the 
respondent No. 4 which were improperly rejected 
without any valid reason . If those had not been re 
jected , the respondent No . 4 would have recelved subs 
tantially more than 2 , 447 votes by which he was deteat 
ed by respondent No. 2 . Similarly votes which should 
have been rejected have been counted in favour oľ 
respondent No. 2 ." 

There cannot be an order for a recount on the basis 
of paragraph 8 ( vi ) as it contradicts paragraph 8 ( xvi ) . 
If doubtful or rejected votes were disposed of in the 
absence of the respondent No. 4 and his election agent 
and his counting agents , the election petitioner s state 
ments in paragraph 8 (xvi) were wholly unwarranted . 

There cannot also be an order for a recount on the 
basis of sub -paragraph ( xvi ) inasmuch as these are but 
vague allegations without any details of the ballot 
papers of the respondent No. 4 actually rejected or 
those in favour of the respondent No , 2 improperly 
accepted . 


Let us now go to paragraph 8 (xvi ) . Here it is stat 
ed ; " That the members of the counting staff were 
intensely hostile to the candidates of Communist Party 
(Marxist ) . In course of counting , a large number of 
valid votes cast in favour of the respondent No. 4 were 
not counted as valid votes and similarly a large num 
ber of invalid votes which should not have been 
counted in favour of respondents 2 and 3 were counted 
as valid votes in favour of the said respondents ." 

The petitioner has been complaining over and over 
again of the hostility of the counting assistants. No. 
such complaint was made in the application for recount 
to the returning officer . Assuming that such hostility 
existed , the Court cannot direct a recount of votes 
unless it is satisfied that as a result of the hostillty the 
counting was not properly done. And it is for the 
election petitioner to state the material facts which 
lead to that conclusion . In the instant case such 
material facts have not been pleaded . A counting 
assistant may be against a particular political party ; 
but the Court must be convinced that in the discharge 
of his duties as counting assistant, he had acted in a 
manner prejudicial to that party s interests . Far from 
giving the material facts the election petitioner has 
only made vague allegations in the rest of this sub 
paragraph and has gięyn no particulars of the valid 
votes which were not counted and the invalid votes 
which were counted . 

In paragraph 8 ( viil ) the averment is ; " That, while 
bundles of 50 ballot papers each were being made in 
favour of the different candidates, ballot papers cast in 
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favour of the respondent No . 4 were put inside the of bundles, the bundles being in this way incorrectly 
bundles made for the respondents Nos, 2 and 3 and , as grouped , the result of the election has been wrongly 
the ballot papers were folded , the counting agents of declared ." 
the respondent No. 4 were not able to check from the 
outside that the bundles made for the respondents 2 

These are instances of another set of wild allegations. 
and 3 concealed the ballot papers cast in favour of the 

There are no Aguręs , no details of specific instances , no 
respondent No. 4 ." 

names of persons who have watched the misdeeds of 

the counting assistants and no reference to any notes 
There could not have been better instances of wild kept by them contemporaneously . Moreover , it is not 
and vague allegations which the Supreme Court has even alleged in this sub -paragraph that any protests 
time and again discouraged and I am unable to act on were lodged on behalf of the respondent No. 4 . Then 
them . 

again , there are special references to the Burtolla and 

Vidyasagar Constituencies . With regard to Burtolla , 
In paragraph 8 ( ix ) it is alleged : " that such conceal 

the election petitioner s case is that the respondent 
ment of ballot papers cast in lavour of the respondent 

No. 4 s counting agents could not watch the counting 
No . 4 in the budles made for the respondents 2 and 

owing to defective arrangements : vide paragraph 8 ( v ) . 
3 occurred on a large scale in - - Burtolla Constituency So far as Vidyasagar is concerned , I have already 
and Vidyasagar Constituency . As stated in the fore pointed out that the case appears to be that no one 
going paragraph 8 ( v ) the counting agents of the reg was present on behalf of the respondent No. 4 . In 
pondent No . 4 were not in a position to atch the 

these circumstances , no order for inspection of ballot 
counting because they did not get any seat by the side papers can be made on these allegations, 
of the counting assistants . When counting was going 
on in Vidyasagar Constituency on lith March , 1971, 

In paragraph 8 ( xi) it is pleaded : " That any bundley 
the counting agents of the respondent No. 4 left the of ballot papers cast in favour of the respondent No . 4 
counting hall at about 8 in the evening in protest though purporting to be of 50 each , actually contained 
against the fraudulent operations of the counting assis inore than 50 such papers whereas on the other hand 
lants who were committing the illegallties mentioned similar bundles of the respondent No . 2 and 3 contained 
above. They left when the returning officer did not in many cases less than 50 ballot papers ." 
heed their protest." 

These are but bald assertions of which I can take no 
These are but reckless allegations. The petitioner notice . 
himself is saying that the respondent No. 4 s counting 
agents were unable to watch the counting for the 

In paragraph 8 (xii) it is stated ; " that the respondent 
Burtolla Constituency. So far as Vidyasagar is con 

No. 1 , the returning officer was not able to exercise 
cerned in the petition it is stated that the respondent 

supervision over the acceptance of ballot papers by the 
No. 4 s counting agents left at 8 p .m ., but in the appli 

counting assistants and he would scrutinise only those 
cation for recount to the returning other Chandra 

ballot papers which were taken to him by the counting 
Sekhar Bose has said that when the votes of the Vidya 

assistants or which were placed as doubtful ballot 
sugar Constituency were counted , the counting agents 

papers before him . In fact, neither the returning 
of the respondent No. 4 could not present inside the 

officer nor any assistant returning officer was present 
counting hall and Chandra Sekhar has " reasons to 

when the counting went on and the returning officer 
believe that error in counting has occurred .” It is 

only come to the hall at the time of announcement of 
obvious that the petitioner is not entitled to an inspec 

the result. He was keeping within his chamber in the 
tion of the ballot papers on such vague and self 

building . The counting assistants who were politically 
destructive allegationg . 

hostile to the Communist Party (Marxist) candidate 

accepted even invalid ballot papers in favour of the 
In paragraph 8 ( x ) it is averred ; " The procedure respondents 2 and 3 and counted them as valid votes. 
adopted at the counting was to bind all the ballot 
papers in a Constituency after getting them out of the 

The returning officer has denied the allegations 
the ballot boxes in bundles of 25 and then to mix them against him and his assistants in paragraph 6 ( xil) of 
up up a drum and thereulter to distribute these bundles his written statement. His case appears to be , broadly 
to different counting tables . These bundles were then speaking , that each counting hall was under the charge 
opened and the counting assistants placed the ballots oi two assistant returning officers who were present 
in the pigeon holes marked for the respective candidates all through . The returning officer also was moving 
according as they have been cast in favour of one from hall to ball . At each counting table there were 
candidate or the other . There were two other pigeon two counting assistants and one counting supervisor. 
holes for rejected ballot papers and doubtful ballot The work of the supervisor was to maintain general 
papers. The counting assistants who were mostly hos supervision over the counting assistants . In my opi 
tile to the Cominunist Party (Marxist ) and therefore to nion , the returning officer could not have made better 
the Respondent No . 4 quietly slipped the ballot papers arrangements than this having regard to the circumst 
marked in favour of the Respondent No . 4 into the ances involved . It is not possible for a returning offl 
pigcon holes marked for Respondent Nos . 2 and 3 . cer and his assistants to watch constantly the perfor 
Thereafter separate bundles of 50 each were made of mances of the counting assistants and their supervi 
the ballot papers respectively for the Respondent No . 4 , sions. The relevant rules do not also envisage such 
Respondent No. 2 and Respondent No. 3 according to supervision . The real grievance of the petitioner seems 
the pigeon holes wherefrom they were picked and in to be that counting assistants hostile to the Communist 
thosc bundles the ballot papers were so folded that (Marxist ) party candidate accepted ſnvalid ballot 
from the outside none could see to whom the ballot papers in favour of the respondents 2 and 3 and 
papers were marked . The petitioner states that many counted them as valid votes ; but he has given no parti 
bundles purporting to contain votes of Respondent culars whatsoever of these invalid ballot papers. And 
No . 2 comprised of ballot papers marked to the Reg in the absence of such particulars the Supreme Court 
pondent No. 4 . Such things particularly happened in has discouraged the practice of allowing inspection of 
Burtolla and Vidyasagar Constituency because , as ballot papers the secrecy whereof, according to their 
stated above, the counting agents of the Respondent Lordships of the Supreme Court, has to be preserved 
No. 4 could not watch the counting at Burtolla Consti as far as possible , 
tuency and they left in protest when Vidhyasagar 
Constitucncy was being counted . Part II of form 16 

In paragraph 8 ( xiii) the averment is : " That when 
is Alled in on the basis of the result of the counting of the counting wag in process , the respondent No. 4 s 
the bundles of accepted ballot papers ., Form No. 20 , election agent, his counting agents and the respondent 
the final result sheet, is prepared on the basis of form No. 4 himself gave objections to the process and the 
No. 16 And Form No . 21 the result of election is pro various irregularities and illegalities that were being 
pared on the basis of the entries in Form No. 20 . As committed during the counting but thç returning officer 
Form No. 10 was not , and rould not be correctly Alled paid no heed to those objections, When written objec 
in because the entries therein are Alled on the basis tions were submitted to him , he refuused to give 
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receuply for those objections. An applicatton for re 
count was also glven to him but that was also rejected 
by him . The returning officer also insisted that in the 
application tor recount, allegations of faulty proce : s or 
counting and allegations against the counting assistants 
should not be included and that, if such allegations 
were included , he would not accept such application . 
Accordingly the election agent of the respondent No. 4 
was compelled to exclude from that application the 
allegations made in foregoing sub -paragraphs of this 
paragraph 8 as otherwise the returning officer would 
not accept the application for recounting ." In the con 
text of the vague and reckless allegations which the 
election petitioner has made in the foregoing sub 
paragraphs of paragraph 8 , it is difficult to place any 
reliance on the charges against the returning officer 
in sub -paragraph (xiv ) . The returning officer his 
denied all these allegations in paragraph 6 ( xiii ) of his 
written statement. If there was any truth in these 
allegations, the election petitioner, onc can naturally 
expect, would have disclosed or annexed copies of the 
written objections which were Alled on behalf of the 
respondent No . 4 . The names of the counting agents 
who made objections, should have also been disclosed 
and the precise nature of each of their objections should 
have been pleaded . I shall also make my comments on 
the application for recount to the returning om er u 
little latter part from what I have stated here . 

I proceed now to paragraph 8 (xiv ) . Here , it is 
stated : “ That forms 16 and 20 were incorrectly filled 
in and the number of votes respectively secured by 
the respondent No . 4 has been wrongly stated ." 

The allegatlons are too indefinite to be taken into 
consideration . There are no particulars of the errors 
that were committed . 

In paragraph 8 (xv ) the pleading is : " Two ballot 
boxes of the Burtolla constituency were found tam 
pered with . Their seals were broken and signed papers 
torn . The presiding officer of Burtolla Constituency at 
first ordered that the votes contained in the aforesaid 
tampered boxes would not be counted but later he re 
voked this order and the votes were counted . While 
the first order was proper , the order revokín , the pre 
vious order was unreasonable and passed without any 
reason and without hearing the respondent No. 4 or his 
election agent or his counting agent. Moreover , when 
the order was revoked and the tampered ballot boxes 
werc counted the returning officer was not in sight and 
the respondent No. 4 has reason to believe that no refe 
rence was made to him ." 

The returning once in paragraph 6 ( vi) of the writ 
ten statement has denied these allegations. Quite 
legitimately , he has stated further. “ It is significant 
that no such allcgation was ever brought to the notice 
of the returning officer by anybody at the time of or 
after the counting." 

To my mind , no seriousness can be attached to the 
allegations in paragraph 8 ( xv ) . It is not the petitio 
ner s case that any one complained to the returning 
officer on behalf of the respondent No, 4 that ballot 
papers in two tampered ballot boxes werc being count 
ed. The complaint was not made even in the applica 
tion for recounting to the returning officer. Moreover , 
no particulars of these ballot boxes have been given 
in the petition . Each ballot box , it is common 
knowledge , contains the votes of persons residing in 
specifed areas. It was not at all dimicult for the peti 
tioner to tell the Court which these areas were . The 
petitioner could have also given particulars of the 
polling stations and the room numbers thereof in which 
these ballot boxes were placed . In any event, it is not 
the petitioner s case that the result of the election has 
been materially affected by the irregular counting com 
plained of. I am not, therefore, inclined to make an 
order for a recount on these allegations. 

These are all the sub -paragraphs of paragraph 8 of 
the petition . Broadly speaking , therefore, the petition 
does not contain the material facts on which a prayer 


for recount can be allowed . Even when an attempt 
has been made to relate some material facts , such 
attempts are half hearted and are often self destruc 
tive . In a case like this, in view oľ the Supreme 
Court s interpretation or section 33 ( 1 ) ( a ) of the Re 
presentation of the People Act , 1951, no order in favour 
of the petitioner can be made . 

Before I conclude , however , I wish to make a few 
other observations. I have said that an election peti 
toner is not bound by the allegations made in an appli 
cation for recounting ; but it is legitimate to look into 
such application to see what preciscly the grievances 
were when the returning officer was asked to make a 
recount. In the Instant case the grounds urged are as 
follows: 

1. When the yotes of the Vidyasagar Constituency 
were being counted the respondent No. 4 s counting 
agents " could not be present." The election agent, 
therefore , has " reasons to believe that error in counting 
has occurred ." 

2 . A large number of votes in favour of respondent 
No . 4 have been improperly rejected . 

3 . A good number of invalid votes in favour of Prof. 
Iliren Mukherjee have been acepted . 

4 . The new system of counting has caused some con 
fusion and there is every chance for a good number of 
ballot papers either having been issued during count 
ing or being doubly counted . 

The election agent has requested the returning officer 
to direct a recount oi votes " in respect of all the consti 
tuencies and particularly of Vidyasagar. 

It is, indeed, surprising that there are no references 
in this application to ( i ) disturbances created by tran 
sistors ; ( ii ) joyous of triumphant shouts on the victory 
of a Congress candidate ; ( iii) unscemly wordly duels 
between officers and counting assistants over remunera 
tlon ; (iv ) invisibility of counting due to up - right 
pigeonholes ; ( v ) shortage of sitting accommodation to 
permit proper checking ; (vi) inherent hostility of the 
counting stalſ to the CPI( M ) candidate ; (vii) tampering 
of ballot boxes of the Burtolla constituency ; and ( vill ) 
protests against irregularities written or oral. 

These omissions are significant and no credence 
can be attached to the petitioner s explanation that the 
returning officer was unwilling to accept the applica 
tion unless all these charges were oinitted . I do not 
believe that a candidate contesting for Parliament or 
his election agent can be cowed into submissiveness by 
a persistently hostile returning officer particularly after 
he has declared the result of the election . It is not also 
the petitioner s case that the respondent No. 4 s elec 
tion agent did not have or was not given reasonable or 
sufficient time to draft the application for recount. 

I have alrcady made a few remarks on the verifica 
tion of paragraphs 8 and 11 of the petition . The sup 
porting affidavits of the five counting agents are more 
or less identical. These counting agents do not give 
thcir admit card numbers nor do they give any parti 
culars of the counting tables which they attended , 
They have said that all the statements made in para 
graph 8 of the petition are true to their knowledge. 
And it is dillicult to appreciate how one counting agent 
can speak of happenings at counting tables which he 
never attended . They also do not say that they con 
veyed any information to Rathindra Kumar Ghose , the 
election petitioner. The point I wish to make is that 
the verification both of the petition and of the support 
ing affidavits is so infirm that the petitioner ought not 
to succeed . 

I have stated that Chandra Sekhar Bose the election 
agent of the respondent No . 4 has filed an affidavit 
after the expiry of the period of limitation . He has 
introduced , I have already said . many new facts into 
this affidavit which do not find any place in the peti 
tion . For instance , in paragraph 3 he says that he 


- 
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protested to the assistant returning ollicer against the 4 or any one else on his behalf this allegation is of no 
use of transistors; in paragraph 5 he speaks of count tions were made in the absence of the respondent No. 
ing agents of respondent Nos , 2 and 3 bringing into substance . And it is , indeed surprising that Chandra 
the counting hall news of the lead of the Congress Şekhar vérifies this statement to be true to his know 
candidate over a C . P . I . ( M ) candidate in an assembly ledge, 
constituency contradicting thereby the statements made 
in paragraph 8 ( II ) of the petition ; he speaks, further in 

The position , therefore , is that even if Chandra 
this paragraph oí deliberate insertion of the respon Sekhar Bose s affidivit had been Aled withjıı time one 
dent No . 4 s ballot papers into the bundles of ballot would be inclined to hold that it did not satisfy the 
papers of the respondent Nos. 2 and 3 in spite of pro requirments for an order for a ręcount, which the 
tests ; and of the returning over and the assistant re Learned Judges of the Supreme Court had insisted on . 
turning officer being hostile to the C . P . I. ( M ) candidate in the cases cited above. 
which are all improvements on the palition . Thesc 
embellishments give me the impression that Chandra Mr. Arun Prakash Chatterjee, learned counsel for 
Sckhar Bose has made a desparatc attempt to put life 

the election petitioner, ultimately relied on the state 
into a dead petition or to inject vitality into it. But 

ments made in the recrimination petition of the respon 
his alidavit also sull ers from vagueness . For instance , 

dent No. 2 wherein various frregularities mi counting 
in paragraph 3 hc complaints that he saw the counting 

have been alleged . Learned Counsel s contention is 
assistants Inserting ballot papers of the respondent 

that the respondent No. 2 himself admits that counting 
No. 4 into those of the respondent Nos . 2 and 3 ; but he 

was not properly made. Unfortunately , for the election 
does not say how many ballot papers were inserted or pctitioner, in this ręcrimination petition , no fact has 
at which table these inseriions were done, 

been stated which materially affects the result of the 
election so far as the returned candidate is concerned . 

On the contrary, the returned candidate complains that 
In paragraphs 4 and 5 he repcats the same statements 

many of his votes were wrongfully rejected and on a 
without any particulars . In paragraph 6 he complaints 

recounting it would be found that he had secured a 
of uncongenial atmosphere in the counting hall for the 

larger number of votes . On the basis of averments 
counting agents of the respondent No. 4 . Apart from 

only in the recrimination petition , therefore , I cannot 
the vaguenes of this alıcguuon , he did not choose to 

make an order for a ręcount in favour of the election 
give even an indication of it in his own application to 

petitioner 
the returning officer. In paragraph 7 , as I have alrcady 
pointed out, he gives the names of two persons, name 
ly , Salbal Ghose and Rajendra Nath Ghose who are In Halsbury s Laws of England , 3rd Edition , Vol. 14 . 
stated to have made complaints to the assistant return at page 310 , Art 559 , it is stated that a recount is not 
ing officer and the returning officer that at many tables kranted as of right, but on cyidence of good grounds 
the counting agents of the respondent No. 2 were sort for believing that there has been a mistake on the part 
ing out and arranging the hallot papers . Saibal Ghose 

of the returning officer, Our Supreme Court palticu 
has not allirmed any allidavit at all. Rajendra Nath larly in the decisions reported in Air 1964 S . C . 249, 
Ghose has allirmed an amdavit on the 24th April, 1971 ; AIR 1966 S . C . 773 and AIR 1970 S . C . 270 , hus laid down 
but he does not state this fact . Moreover , there is no 

what a petition for a recount must contain to enable 
averment as to how many counting agents of the res 

the petitioner to succeed . In the light of these prin 
pondent No. 2 had been handling the ballot papers and 

ciples the present petitioner is not, in my opinion , en 
at how many tables such incidents were taking placc. titled to the order he has asked for. 
In other words, there are no Agures at all. In para 
graph 8 he makes the complaint that the counting 

In the result, this election petition is dismissed . 
assistants, while counting the ballot papers of the 

The election pctitioner will pay to the respondent 
Burtolla Constituency . were traudulently transferring 

No. 2 Rs. 750 .00 as costs of this petition and will also 
ballot papers of the respondent No. 4 to the bundles of 
the respondents Nos . 2 and 3 . No particulars of the 

pay to the respondent No. 1 Rs. 250 . 00 as costs. 
fraud alleged have been pleaded . There is no mentioni 

(Sd.) SANKAR PRASHAD MITRA, 
of table numbers or of the number of ballot papers 
fraudulently transferred . In paragraph 9 he contra 

[No, 82 /WB / HP / 5 / 72 .] 
dicts his own application to the returning officer for 
recount. In that application he said that when the votes 

By Order , 
of the Vidyasagar Constituency were counted , the res 
pondent No. 4 s counting agents " could not be pre 

A . N . SEN , Secy . 
sent." In paragraph 9 of his affidavit he says that the 

- - - - 
counting started at 9 A .M . and the counting agents left 
at 8 P . M , when they found that their protests were use 
less . In paragraph 10 he brings the charge against the 

MINISTRY OF FINANCE 
returning officer that he substantially accepted the 
rejections of ballot papers by the courting assistants . 
The intention is to convey to the Court that the return 

(Department of Expenditure ) 
ing officer did not apply his own mind in rejecting bal 
lot papers . This statement contradicts paragraph 8 ( vi ) 

New Delhi, the 23rd June 1972 
of the petition in which the election petitioner catego 
rically states that when the returning officer disposed of 

S . O , 2407 . - - In exercise of the towers conferred 
doubtful and / or rejected votes neither the respondent 

by the proviso to article 309 and clause ( 5 ) of article 
No . 4 nor his election agent nor any of his counting 

148 of the Constitution , and of all other powers enabling 
agents was present. In paragraph 11 for the first time 

him in this behalf , the President, after consultation with 
it is stated on behalf of the election petitioner that in 

the Comptroller and Auditor General of India in res 
the two ballot boxes of the Burtolla Constituency which 

pect of persons serving in the Indian Audit and 
have found to be tampered with there were about 900 

Accounts Department, hereby makes the following 
kallot paders. But there are no particulars as to how 

rules further to amend the Contributory Provident 
many ballot paper s were accepted as valid in favour oť Fund Rules ( India ), 1962 namely : 
each of the candidate contesting the elections and how 
many were reje - ted . And as I have already stated 

( 1 ) These rules may be called the Contributory 
earlier. the result of the election It Apears, was not 

Provident Fund ( India ) Amendment Rules , 
materiallv affected by such counting . Tn paragraph 11 

1972 . 
Chandra Sekhar also states that more than 3 , 000 ballot 
papers of the respondent No . 4 were illegally rejected . 

( 2 ) They shall come into force on the date of their 
When the election petitioner s case is that these rejec 

publication in the Official Gazette . 
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read " had availed of leave on half -pay or 

extraordinary leave" ; 
(ili ) in the Exception below sub -rule ( 1 ) , for 

" passage" , read " passages ; 
( c ) at page 1453, 
(i ) in sub - rule ( 2 ) of rule 30 , for " difference 

between the salary ” , read " difference between 

the leave salary " ; 
( ii) in clause ( c ) of sub - rule ( 1) of rulc 31, for 

" refund the the leave salary , read " refund 
the leave salary " ; 


2 . In the Contributory Provident Fund Rules ( India ) , 
1962, in rule 37 , for sub - rule ( 3 ) including the Note 
thereunder the following shall be substituted , namely : - - 

" ( 3 ) Payments of the amount withdrawn shall be 
made in India only . The person to whom the amounts 
are payable shall make their own arrangements to rece 
ive payment in India . The following procedure shall 
be adopted for claiming payment by a subscriber 
namely : 
( 1) A subscriber may submit an application to the 

Account Officer through the Head of the office 
Or Department for payment of the amount in 
the Fund at lcast one year in advance of the 
date of superar luation . The application may 
bo made for the amount standing to his credit 
in the Fund as indicated in the Accounts State 
ment for the year ending one year prior to his 
superannuation or for the amount indicated in 
the ledger account, in case the accounts state 

ment has not been received . 
( ii) The Head of Office / Department shall forward 

the application lo the Account Omcer indicat 
ing the advances taken and the recoveries 
eflected against the advances which are still 
current and the number of instalments yet to 
be recovered in respect of each advance and 
also indicate the withdrawals , if any, taken by 

the subscriber. 
(lil ) The Account Omcer shall after verification 

with the ledger account issue an authority for 
the amount indicated in the application at 
least a month before the date of superannua 

tion but payable on the date of superannuation , 
( iv ) The authority mentioned all clause (ul) wil 

constitute the first instalment of payment. A 
second authority for payment will be issued 
as soon as possible after the superannuation . 
This will relate to the contribution made by 
the subscriber subsequent to the amount men 
tioned in the application submitted under cla 
use ( i ) plus the refund of Instalments against 
advances which were current at the time of 

the first application , 
( v ) The advances /withdrawals sanctioned after the 

forwarding of the applications for Anal pay 
ment to the Account Officer should be intimat 
ed to the Account Omcer immediately and 
acknowledgement obtained by the sanctioning 

authority . 
NOTE . - When the amount standing to the credit of 

a subscriber has become payable under rule 33, 
34 or 35 the Account Omcer shall authorise 
prompt payment of the amount in the manner 
indicated in sub -rule ( 3 )." 

[ No . 2 (62) (1)-E . V .( B ) / 71. ] 
S . S . L . MALHOTRA , Under Secy , 


( d ) at page 1454, in rule 35 , 

(i ) in the heading, for " of" , read " to " ; 
(ii ) in the opening paragraph , for " contened ” , 

read " contained " ; 
(ili ) in sub - clause (i) of clausę ( a ) , for " calunder " 

in the two places where it occurs, real " calen 

dar " ; 
(lv ) in the second proviso to sub - clause ( i) of 

clause ( a ) , for " rule 23" read " rule 28 " ; 
( e ) at page 1455 , 
( i ) in the proviso to clause ( a ) of rule 37, for 

" one - eleven - the " read " one - eleventh ; . 
( ii ) in sub - rule ( 1 ) of rule 38, for " authority 

competent" , read " authority competent to 
grant leave" ; and for " proceeding , read " pre 
ccding " ; 


( f ) at page 1456 , – 
(i ) in sub -rule ( 8 ) of rule 39 , for " sub - rule ( 5 ) 

regarded " , reud " sub - rule (5 ). shall be re 
garded " ; 


( 11 ) in rule 40 
( 1 ) in sub - rule ( 1 ) , for " Immediately , before" , 

read " Immediately before" ; 
( 2 ) in sub - rule (6 ) , for " during lcave, prepara 

tory to retirement, to take up any other 
service or employment, under an exployer 
other than the Central Government, his 
leave, salary ” , read " during leave prepara 
tory to retirement, to take up any other 
service or employment under an employer , 
other than the Central Government, his leave 
salary " ; 


(g ) at page 1457, 
( 1) in the Note below sub - rule ( 1 ) of rule 43 , for 

" the Em -Employees " , read " the Employees ” . 


( ii) in rule 44 - 
( 1) in the heading, for " inflicated ” , read " infli 

cted ; 
(2 ) in the Note below gub -rule ( 7 ), for " ap 

pointed between the Government" , read 

" apportioned between the Governnients " ; 
( 3 ) in clause (b ) of sub -rule (8 ), for " corres 

pondence" , read “ corresponding" ; 
( 4 ) in sub - clause (i ) of clause ( a ) of sub -rule 

( 9 ) , for " disable " read " disabled " ; 


(Department of Expenditure ) 

CORRIGENDA . 
New Delhi, the 26th June 1972 
S . O . 2408 . -- In the notification of the Government 
of India , in the Ministry of Finance (Department of 
Expenditure ) No. 16 (5 ) - E , IV ( A ) / 70 , dated the 15th 
March , 1972 , published as S . O . 940 at pages 1447 to 
1469 of the Gazette of India , Part II, Section 3, sub 
section ( ii ) , dated the 8th April, 1972, 

( a ) at page 1447, in the preamble , for " Persident” , 
read " President” ; 
(b ) at page 1452 , in rule 26 , 
( i ) in the heading, for " in Department other 

than " , read " in Departments other than " ; 
( ii) in sub - clause ( ii ) of clause ( c ) of -- ---- - 

( 1 ) , for " had availed of extraordinary 


( h ) at page 1458 , -- - 
( i) in clause ( ii) of sub - rule (2 ) of rulc 45 ,for 

" sanctioned" , read " sanction " ; 
(ii ) in clause ( a ) of sub - rule ( 2 ) of rule 48 , for . 

" menigitis " , read " meningities " : 
(iii ) in clause ( a ) of sub - rule ( 1 ) of rule 49, for 

" in Şurvey of India " . read " in the Survey of 
India " ; 


- 


- 
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( i) at page 1464 , in Form 2, -- 

Practitioner " read “ Civil Surgeon / Staff 
( i) in the heading relating to columns 25 to 27 , 

Surgeon / Authorised M dical Attendant / Re 

gistered Medical Practitioner " ; 
for 
" entrie service 

(i) in Form 0 
Otherwise than on Medical Certificate 

( 1 ) for " NOW the" , read “ NOW THE" ; 
limits to 180 days 

(2 ) for " . . . . . . falling to rejoin " , reui " . . . . . . 
read 

failing to rejoin " ; 
" cntirc service 

( 3 ) in the paragraph beginning with the word 
- . . . - - 

" PROVIDED " , for " not shall it " , read " nor 

shall it " ; 
Otherwise than on Medical Certificate 
limited to 180 days" 

( 1) at page 1467 , — 

( i) in Form 7, in the paragraph beginning with 
(ii) in Note 2 , for " entircs ", reud “ untries" ; 

the words “ AND upon " , for " otherwise shall" , 
( j ) at page 1465 , 

read " otherwise it shall" ; 
( i ) in Forn 3 , in the heacing , for " recommendaed 

( ii ) in Form 8 , 
leave or Extension of leave or communication 

( 1 ) in the opening paragraph , for " rates for for 
of leave " , reud " recommended leave or cxten 

the time being " roud " ratus for the time 
sion of leave or commutation of leve " ; 

bcing" ; 
( ii ) in Form 4 , in Note 3 , for medical opinion he 

( 2 ) in the paragraph beginning with the word 
required ," read “ medical opinion be required , ; 

" NOW ” , for " dcamnd ” read " demand" ; 
( iii ) in Form 5 , for “ We, the member " , real " We, 
the members " ; 

( m ) at page 1468 , 

( i ) in Form 9 , in the paragraph beginuing with 
( k ) at page 1466 , 

the words “ The bond shall" , for "Governed " , 
( i ) in Form 5 

read " governed " ; 
( 1) for " at out/my" , rcud " at our /my" ; 

in Form 10 , in the paragraph beginning with 

the words " And upon " , for the words " shall 
( 2 ) for "Member of Medical Board " , rcad “Mem 

be valid ” , read " shall be void " . 
bers of the Medical Board " ; 
(3 ) for " Civil Surgcon /Staff Surgcon Authoris 

[No. 16 ( 5 ) - E . IV ( A ) / 70 . ] 
ed Medical Attendant Registered Medical 

V . K . PANDIT, Under Secy . 


( ii ) 


CORRIGENDIN 


- - - - 


- - -- - 


Statement of Affairs of the 
Reserve Balik of India as oil 


Page No. 


Particulars 


Liabilities 


Assets 


Printed as 


Printed 


Read as 


- - 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


-- - 


- - - 


- - - - 


- - - 


- - 


- - 


- - - 


- - 


- - 


2018 


Other Liabilities 


18th Feb , 1972 

Do . 
25th Feb . 1972 


372 , 73 ,27,00CO 
38 .27, 72 ,0000 

81. 70 , 000 


372 ,73.27,000 
38 , 27 , 72 ,000 

81, 78 ,000 


: 


: 


Rupec Coin 
Non -Scheduled 

State Co - operative 
Banks 


: 


2021 


Du . 


303 


Total 


426 , 18 , 19 .0CCO 


426, 1815 ( 10) 


14th April, 1972 


. 


. 


2033 


(i) State Govts. 


51 ,83, 44 .000 


51, 33: 44. 000 


- 


- 


- - 


- 


- - - 
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MINISTRY OF COMMUNICATIONS 

का० प्रा० 1159 तारीख, 11 फरवरी , 1972 द्वारा केन्द्रीय सरकार 
( P & T Board ) 

ने लोहा अयस्क खनन उद्योग को प्रौद्योगिक विवाद अधिनियम , 1947 
New Delhi , the 26th August 1972 

( 1947 का 14 ) के प्रयोजनों के लिए 4 मार्च1972 से छ: मास 
S. O . 2409. - In pursuance of para ( a ) of Section III की कालावधि के लिए लोक उपयोगी सेवा घोषित किया था । 
of Rule 434 of Ir ian Telegraph Rules , 1951, as intro 
(luced by S. O . No. 627 , dated 8th March, 1960 the 
Director General, Posts and Telegraphs , hereby spe 

और यतः केन्द्रीय मरकार की गय है कि उक्न कालावधि का 
cifles the 16th September , 1972 as the date on which 

और आगे छ: माम की कालावधि के लिए बढ़ाया जाना लोक हित 
the Measured Rate Sytem will be introduced in 
Kondapalli Telephone Exchange Connected with Vijay में अपेक्षित है । 
wada Telephone System, Andhra Circle . 

[ No . 5 - 9 / 72PHB(15 ) . ] __ अनः, अब, प्रौद्योगिक विवाद अधिनियम , 19.17 ( 1947 का 

A. S . VOIRA, 
Assistant Director General (PIIB )? 

14 ) की धारा 2 के खण्ड ( ब ) के उमड( G ) के परन्नुक द्वारा 

प्रदत्त शक्तियों का प्रयोग करते हुए केन्द्रीय सरकार एनद्वारा उक्त 
संचार विभाग 

उद्योग को उक्त अधिनियम के प्रयोजनों के लिए 4 सितम्बर 1972 
( डाक - तार बोर्ड ) 

से और आगे छ: माम की कालावधि के लिए लोक उपयोगो सेवा 

घोपित करती है । 
नई दिल्ली , 26 अगस्त 1972 
स्थायी आदेश सं० 2409. - स्थायी आदेश संख्या 627 . 

[सं० एम• 11025/ 5/ 72-एल० पार o- 1] 
दिनांक 8 मार्च, 1960 द्वारा लागू किए गए भारतीय नार 

एम० एम० महस्रनामन , अवर मात्र । 
नियम , 1951 के नियम 134 के खण्ड 111 के पैरा ( क ) 
के अनुमार डाक -तार महानिदेशक ने विजयवाड़ा टनोफोन 

(Department of Labour and Employment) 
प्रणाली से जुड़े हा आन्ध्र सर्कल के कोंडापल्ली टला फोन 
केन्द्र में दिनाक 16- 9 - 72 से प्रमाणित दर प्रणाली लाग 

New Delhi , the 23rd. August 1972 
करने का निश्चय किया है । 

S. O . 2411. -- In pursuance of section 17 of Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 ( 14 of 1947) , the Central Govern 

inent hereby publishes the following award of the 
[ म० 5- 9/ 72-PHB ( 15 ) ] 

Central Government Industrial Tribunal ( No . 2 ) . 

Bombay in the industrial dispute between the emp 
ए० एस० वोरा, loyers in relation to the management of Messrs V . M . 

Salgaocar and Brothers Private Limited , Vasco -de 
मदायक महानिदशक ( पी०एम० बो० ) gama, and their workmen , which was received by the 

Central Government on the 17th August, 1972. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNAIENT INDUS 
MINISTRY OF LABOUR AND REHABILITATION 

TRIAL TRIBUNAL NO . 2 , BOMBAY . 
( Department of Labour and Employment) 

RITERUNCI: NO , CGIT - 2 / 5 Or 1971. 
New Delhi, the 21st August 1972 

Einployers in relation to the management of Messrs 
S . O . 2410. - Whereas by the notification of the Gov 

V . M . Salgaocar and Brothers Private Limited , 
ernment of India in the Ministry of Labour and Re 

Vasco - de - gama , Goa, 
habilitation (Department of Labour and Employment) 

No . S . O . 1159, dated the 11th February , 1972, the Cen 
tral Government had declared the iron ore mining in 

Their workmcı . 
dustry to be a public utility service for the purpo , ę 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 ( 14 of 1947 ) for a PRESENT : 
period of six months from the 4th March , 1972 ; 

Shri N . K . Vani, Presiding Officer . 
And whereas the Central Government is of opinion 
that public interest requires the extension of the said 

ALTEARANCES : 
perial by a further period of six months ; 

For the Employees. - Shri L . R . Ferrao, Personnel 
Now , therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 

Officer 
by the proviso to sub - clause ( vi) of clause ( n ) of sec 
tion 2 of the Industrial Disputes Act , 1947 ( 14 of 1947) , 

For the Workman . - Shri George Vaz , General 
the Central Government hereby declared the said in 

Secretary, Goa Mining Labour Welfare Union , 

Goa. 
dustry to be a public utility service for the purposes 
of the said Act for a further period of six months INDUSTRY : Iron Ore Mitnes . 
from the 4th September , 1972, 

STATE : Goa, Daman and Diu. 
[ No. F . S. 11025 / 5/ 72-LR.I.] 

Bombay, dated. the 1st August , 1972 , 
S . S . SAHASRANAMAN , Under Secy . 

AWARD 
श्रम और पुनर्वास मंत्रालय 

By order No. L - 29012 / 23 / 71- LR.IV dated 10th Sep 
( श्रम और रोजगार विभाग ) 

termber , 1971 the Central Government in the Ministry 

of Labour and Rehabilitation ( Department of Labour 
नई दिल्ली , 21 अगस्त , 1972 

and Employment) in exercise of the powers conferred 
by clause ( d ) of sub - section ( 1 ) of Section 10 of the 

Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 ( 14 of 1947 ) referred to 
का० प्रा० 2410.-~ - अतः भारत सरकार के यम और पुनर्वास 

this Tribunal for adjudication an industrial dispute 
मंत्रालय ( श्रम और रोजगार विभाग ) की अधिसूचना संख्या 

existing between the employers in relation to thc man 
agement of Messrs V . N . Salgaocar and Brother Pvt . 


- 


- 


- 


AND 
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Ltd . and their workman in respect of the matters sprei 

wages and continuity of service and other 
fied in the Schedule as mentioned below : 

benefits , 
" SCHEDULE 

0 . M / s . V . M . Salgaocar and Brother Pvt . Ltd . 

(hereinafter referred to as the " the company " ) has filed 
Whether the action of the management of Messrs . written statement at Ex. 2 / E . 

V . M . Salgaocar und Brother Pvt . Lid . in 
terminating the services of Shri Jaiwant N . 

7 . According to the Company, 
Naik , Construction Supervisor, Surla Mines 

( i ) The reference is not competent. It is bad in 
with effect from 191h December , 1970 is justi 

law . The Central Government is not the 
fied ? If not, co what relief is he entitled ?" 

appropriate Government in terms of Section 
2. The facts giving rise to this reference are as 

2 ( a ) ( ii) of the I.D . Act, 1947. 
follows: 

( ii) Shri Jaiwant Naik was engaged as construc 
( i) Shri Jaiwant N . Naik was appointed on 11th 

tion Supervisor, at the material time, in the 
Junc, 1968 in the construction Section of M / s. 

Civil Construction Works, Surla . Civil Con 
V . M . Salgaocar and Brother Pvt . Ltd . as 

struction Works, Surla is a distinct unit by 
supervisor on a pay of Rs. 285 / - consolidated . 

itself and not a part of Surla Mine, As he 
In July , 1969 he was transferred to Şurla Civil 

was employed in Civil Construction works, 
Construction . While he was working there 

he cannot be considered a person employed 
Senior Executive Engineer directed him to do 

in a mine as defined in Section 2 ( 1 ) ( j ) of the 
the work of alignment of steps before his 

Mines Act , 1952. 
next visit to the site i. e . 13th October, 1970 . 

( iii) As he was not an employce of a mine, the 
As he failed to execute this work within the 
prescribed time department enquiry was held 

appropriate Government in respect of any 
against him and his services were terminated . 

dispute between him and the company will 
He therefore , raised an industrial dispute . 

only be the State Government and not the 

Central Government. As the present refer 
( ii ) Asstt. Labour Commissioner ( C ) , Vasco - de 

ence is made by the Central Goyt ., this Tri 
Gama tried to bring about conciliation but in 
vain , ile therefore submitted his failure of 

bunal has no jurisdiction to entertain in the 

same. 
conciliation report to the Government which 
referred this dispute to this Tribunal for ad 

( iv ) Shri Naik was issued with a charge - slicct . He 
judication , 

was given opportunity to answer the charges 
3 . On the reccipt of the reference notices were 

levelled against him . After receiving expla 
issued to the partics . In pursuance of the notice both 

natjons from Shri Naik and having found 
the parties appeared and filed their written state 

that the same was not satisfactory, the com 
ments . 

pany proceeded with the Departmental en 
4 . Shri Jaiwant N . Naik has lled his written state 

quiry into the charges levelled against him . In 
ment at Ex , 1 / W on 27th December, 1971, 

that cnquiry Shri P . S . Pai, Angle , Shri U . J . 

Counto and Shri A . A . Fernandes were the 
5 . According to him , 

witnesses of the company . 
( i ) He was engaged in the Civil Construction as 

( v ) Shri Naik fully participated in the enquiry , 
a Construction Supervisor in June , 1968 . He 

lcd his defence and also cross - examined the 
was then transferred to Surla Mines in the 

witnesses of the company . Tlie enquiry offi 
same capacity . As he was transferred to 

cer submitted his findings, holding Shri Najk 
mines he was granted a new wage scale as 

guilty of the misconduct levelled against 
per the Central Wage Board ſur Iron Ore 

him . 
Mining Industry on a Basic salary of 

( vi) The company would have dismissed Shri 
Rs. 235 / - D . A . of Rs. 60 / - and V . D . A . as 

Naik without notice on the basis of the find 
admissible on the wage board Grade Rs. 215 / 

ings of the Enquiry officer , but it took a 
10 - 285 - 15 - 330 . He was under the Mines 

lenient view and only discharged him from 
Regulations after being transferred to the 

service . In doing so no principles of natural 
mines to work in the Civil Construction works 

justice have been violated by the company . 
at Surla Mines, Velguam Mines , Pali Mines 

Shri Naik s dismissal is not mala - fide and 
and Vague Sreening Plant in the Mining 

illegal and inconsistent with the Slanding 
Industry of the company 

Orders of the company . As his dismissal is 
( ii ) He had to work under the directions of 

justified he is not entitled for reinstatement 
the Senior Exectuive Engineer Shri U . J . 

with full back wages and continuity of ser 
Counto and the Site Engineer Shri P . S . 

vice and compensation , 
Angle who superceded Shri $ . V . Kumar . 
( iii ) Senior Executive Engineer had given him 

8 . The affected workman Shri Naik has filed re. 
the job of aligninent of the steps at Vagas 

joinder at Ex . 17 / W . 
Scrcening Plant. Ile could not do this job 

9 . According to him , 
as urgent work was assgined to him by the 
Site Engineer Shri P . S . Angle . As he could 

(i) He is a mine worker , 
not do the work before the prescribed period 

(ii) The company had not raised the objection 
show cause notice was served on him . He 

regarding jurisdiction before the Assistant 
submitted his explanation regarding show 

Labour Commissioner ( C ) Vasco - de- gama. 
cause notice. In spite of his cxplanation en 

There is no substance in the preliminary 
quiry was held against him and his services 

objection on point fo jurisdiction . As his 
were terminated . 

termination is mala - fide in violation of com 
( iv ) Termination of his service is mala - fide, ille 

pany s standing and with a view to victimise 
gal, in violation of the principles of natural 

him the same be set aside with full back 
justice and the company s Standing , Orders 

wages and continuity of service. 
which are binding on the management. As 
his yervices were terminated without suffi . 

10 . Shri Jaiwant N . Naik has examined himself ut 
cicnt reason and with a vicw to harass and Ex . 3 / W . He has produced leave pass, show cause 
victimise him , his termination be set aside 110lice ( Ex . 4 / W ) , Enquiry notice Ex . 5 / W and tormi 
and he be reinstated in service with full back viation notice at Ex . 6 / W . 
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11 . The company has examined Civil Engineer , 
Shri U . J. Counto at Ex , 12 / E , Driver Shri F . Coun 
tinho, at Ex . 13 / E , Typist Clerk Shri A . A . Fernendes 
at Ex . 14 / E and the Engineer in charge Shri P , S . 
Pai Angle at Ex . 15 / E . The enquiry proceedings have 
been produced at Ex . 18 / E and some other documents . 

12 . From the pleadings and documents on record 
the following points arise for decision in this refer 
ence , 


( i) Whether Shri Jaiwant N . Naik was a mine 

worker ? 
( ii) Whether the Central Government is the 

appropriate authority to refer this dispute 

to this Tribunal? 
( iii ) Whether this Tribunal has jurisdiction to 

entertain this reference ? 
( iv ) Whether the termination of service of Shri 

Jaiwant N . Naik hy the management is proper ? 
( v ) What Order ? 
13. My findings are as follows : -- 

( i) No. 
( ii ) No. 
( ili ) No . 
(iv ) No finding is recorded . 
( v ) As per order, 

Reasons 
Point No. (0) 

14 . From the written statement Ex . 1 / W Alcd by 
Shri Jaiwant N . Naik il is clear that he was engaged 
in Civil Construction work of the company as Cons 
truction Supervisor in Junc, 1968 and that he was 
transferred to Surla Mine in the same capacity in 
July , 1969. There can be therefore no doubt that 
he was employed as Construction Supervisor and that 
he was transferred to Surla as Construction Super 
visor 

15 . Shri Vaz for the affected workman contends 
that the work which Shri Naik was doing wos con 
nected with mine and that on account of this he is 
a minc workor . This contention cannot be accepted . 

16 , Definition of a person , who is said to be emp 
loyed in a mine is given in Section 2 ( 1 ) ( h ) of the 
Mines Act , 1952. It is as follows: — 
" A person is said to be employed in a mine who 

works under appointment by or with the 
knowledge of the manager , whether for wages 
or not, in any mining operation or in clean 
ing or oiling any part of any machinery used 
in or about the mine, or in any other kind 
of work whatsoever incidental to , or con 
nected with , mining operations ." 


19 , It is true that the management does not appear 
to have taken a stand before the conciliation officer 
that the applicant was not employed in the inine and 
that the company is tuking this contention for the 
first time in this reference before me. As this con 
tention inyolyes law point and as both the parties 
have adduced evidence on this point, I allow the same 
to be raised and consider the same. 

20 . Civil Construction department is a separate 
department. It is distinct and separate from the 
mining department. The affected workman had to 
work under directions of Senior Executive Engincer 
Shri U . J . Counto and the Site Engineer Shri P . S . 
Angle . He had no concern with the nines . It cannot 
be therefore said that he was working in a mine and 
that he was a mine worker . 

21. It is contended that the benefits of Central Wage 
Board for Iron Ore Mining Industry were extended 
to the employees working in Civil Construction depart 
ment at Surla but the same were not cxtended to the 
employees working in the Head office and that on 
account of this the employees working in Surla Civit . 
Construction are said to be mine workers . This con - - 
tention is difficult to accept. 

22 . It may be that some additional benefits might 
lave been extended to employees working in Civil 
Construction work at $ urla for certain reasons, in 
the discretion of the company . It cannot 
be conclusively said that the employees at 
Surla Civil Construction work are also 
mine workers simply because they are given the bene 
fit of the Wage Board recommendations and because 
these benefits are not given to the employees working 
in the Head Office of the Civil Construction work . 


23 . Shri F , Countinho, Ex . 13 / E , who works at Surla 
Civil Construction work as a Driver says in his evi 
dence that he is getting the pay as per the recommen 
dations of the Control Wage Board for Iron Orc Indus 
try , though he is not working on mines , 

24 , Shri A . A . Fernandes , Ex , 14 / E , is working at 
Surla Civil Construction work since May, 1966. He 
also says that he is not a mine worker , though he is 
getting the benefits of Central Wage Board for Iron 
Ore Industry recommendations. 

25. The above mentioned two witnesses are the 
colleagues of Shri Naik and working in the same 
establishment. Their evidence clearly show that all 
employees working in Surla Civil Construction depart 
ment are not mine workers, though they are getting 
the benefits of Wage Board recommendations. 

26 . From the evidence of Shri Naik , Ex . 3 / W and 
the Company s witnesses Shri U . J . Counto Ex . 12 / E , 
Shri F . Countinho, Ex . 13 / E , Shri A . A . Fernandes , 
Ex . 14 / E , and Shri P . S . Pai Angle , Ex . 15 / E it does 
not appear to me that the applicant is doing any ]sind 
of work which is connected with the mine and that 
he is a mine worker . Hence my finding on point No. 
1 is in the negative, 
Point Nos. (ii) and (iii) 

27 . The company contends that the Central Govern 
ment is not the appropriate Government within the 
meaning of Section 2 ( a ) ( i ) of the Industrial Disputes 
Act , 19 .17 in this case and that it is not competent to 


17 . In the present case Shri Naik would be a per . 
son employed in a mine, if he was doing the work 
connected with minnig operations. It cannot be said 


work , which Shri Naik was doing was in any way con 
nccted with mining operation . On his own admission 
he works as Construction Supervisor at various 
places. 


18 . Shri Vaz for the affected workman contends 
that inasmuch as the company had not contended be 
fore the Assistant Labour Commissioner ( C ) , Vasco 
de - Gama that the applicant was not a person emp 
loyed in a mine and inasmuch as the company allowed 
the conciliation proceedings to proceed further and 
make failure of conciliation report, it is not open to 
the company to raise this contention for the first time 
in this reference. 


services of Shri Jaiwant N . Naik to this Tribunal and 
that this Tribunal has no jurisdiction to entertain this 
reference , 

28 . If the dispute relates to a mine, the Central 
Government would be the appropriate Government to 
refer such dispute to the Tribunal . In the present 
case the affected workman Shri Naik is not a worker 
working in a mine . Ilence the dispute between hļin 
and the company regarding his termination of service 
cannot be refcrred for adjudication by the Central 
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2 . Notiucs of the reference were duly served on both 
Government. This Tribunal has therefore no jurisdic 

the management and the union espousing thic cause of 
tion to entertain the present reference . Hence iny 

the workinen . On 12th January , 1971 the management 
finding on point Nos, ( ii ) und (111) are as above. 

Alcd lis written statement and on 4th March , 197 ? the 
Point No. (lv ) 

workmen s written statement was filed by the union . 
29 . In view of the finding regarding jurisdiction 

3 . The management stated in paragraph 1 ( a ) (if its 
against the affected workman , it is not necessary to 

statement of case that a dispute similar to that raised 
consider this dispute on morit . Hunce no finding is 

in terms of the reference was referred to this triliunal 
recorded on point No. iv . 

being Reference No. 26 of 1971, and an inward was ren 

dered on that Reference on 6th May , 1971 and that 
Point No. ( 0 ) 

award is binding for one year . The Union , Ningha 
30 . In view of the above findings I pass the follow Collicry Mazdoor Union , does not represent the majority 
ing order :--- 

of the workman of the colliery. On 21st December , 1970 

and 3rd February 1970 there were settlements , as per 
ORDER 

Annexure A and A1 to the written statement, arrived 
( i ) It is hereby declared that this Tribunal has at between the management and the two unions are 
no jurisdiction to entertain this reference. 

still in force. The recommendations of the Wage Board 

are not hinding. Coal Mines Regulation , 1957 makes it 
( ii ) Award is made accordingly . 

mandatory ride Regulation No. 180 ( 2 ) read with Regu 
( iii ) No order as to costs . 

lation No . 144 that a person shall be appointed to 

supervise or operate any clectrical machinery , appara 
(SI.) N . K . VANI, 

tus or appliance other than a telephone or signalling 
Presiding Officer 

device or any electric lamp or light unless he holds a 

gas testing certificate. Neithor Sri Rasid Ali nor Sri 
[ No. L - 29012/ 23 / 71 -LR - IV . ] 

Banka Kora has got gas testing ccrtificate and as such 

in terms of the Coal Mines Regulation neither of them 
New Delhi, the 24th August 1972 

is entitled to be placed in Category VI of the Wagc 
S . O . 2412 .- In pursuance of section 17 of the In Board recommendations. Referring to article 52 , Volume 
dustrial Disputes Act, 1947 ( 14 of 1947) , the Central I, page 118 of the Coal Wage Board recommendations. 
Government hereby publishes the following award of the company states that in fixing the wages of certain 
the l entral Government Industrial Tribunal Calcutta , worknien the Board observed that as it was necessary 
in the industrial dispute between the enriployers in re to have gus testing certifcate for certain categories 
lation to the inanagement of Ningha Colliery of Messrs of workmen , they had taken into account all those facts 
Lodna Colliery Company (1920 ) Limited , Post Office in fixing their wages and as such has not allowed any 
Kalipahari, District Burdwan and their workmen , which separate Gas Testing allowance . The article 52 is quot 
was received by the Central Government on the 21st ed as follows : 
August , 1972 . 

" 52. The demand is for a special allowance to those 
CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 

who obtain the gas testing certificates . It was , 
AT CALCUTTA 

however , pointed out at the hearing that the 

possession of a gas testing cortiAcate for cor 
REFERENCE NO. 105 OF 1971 

tain categories of workmen is now a condition 
PARTIES : 

of service under the amended Coal Mines Regu 

lations. In view of this , while fixing wage 
Employers in relation to the management of Ningha 

rates for workmen who are statutorily requir 
Colliery of Messrs Lodna Colliery Company 

eri to possess gas tęsting certificates. we have 
11920 ) Limited , 

taken this into account. In the circunistances , 

the question of a separate allowance on this 
AND 

ilccount does not arise ." 
Their workmen 

Though Mazumdar award categorised coal cutting 
PRESENT : 

machine drivers as category VII and VIII, there beine 
Sri S . N . Bagchi, Presiding Officer . 

little difference of pay between two categories , the for 

mer Rs . 1.87 and the latter Rs. 2 . 25 , the company , to 
APPEARANCES ; 

preserve better relations placed all coal cutting machine 
On behalf of Employers - Sri D . Bagu Thakur , Ad 

drivers in category VIII in the colliery although the 

workmen Rasid Ai and Banka Kora as per job descrip 
vocate . 

tion should have been placed in category VII. In refer 
On behals of Workmen - Sri Sunil Majumdar , Gene ence No. 26 of 1971 the union Ningha Colllery Mazdoor 
ral Secretary , Ningha Colliery Mazdoor Union , Union raised a dispute for placing Rasid Ali, Rajoo Mia , 

Mahadeo Gowala and Banka Kora in Category VI. As 
STATH : West Bengal 

INDUSTRY ; Coa ) Mine. hoth Rajoo Mia and Mahadeo Gowala passed Gas Test 
AWARD 

ing examination and obtained Gas Testing Certificates , 

they were placed in category VI as per settlement dated 
By Orürr No . L / 1912 / 125 / 71 -LRII , dated 7th October , 

3rd February 1970 . marked Annexure Al filed along 
1971, the Government of India , in the Ministry of 

with the written statement. Ningha Colliery Mazdoor 
Labour and Rehabilitation , Department of Labour and 

Union by its letter dated 12th May, 1971 also raised a 
Employment, referred the following dispute existing 

dispute for wages of Rajoo Mia and Mahadeo Gowala 
between the employers in relation to the nianagement 

with retrospective effect from the date of implementa 
of Ningha Colllery of Messrs Lodna Colllery Coupany 

tion of the Wage Board recommendations which was the 
( 1920 ) Liniited and their workman , to this Tribunal, for 

subject matter of conciliation along with the dispute 
adjudication , namely : 

of Rasid Ali and Banka Kora. The Assistant Labour 

Commissioner Central 
" Whether the management of Ningha Colliery of 

Asansol accepted company s 

submission that only those coa ] cutting machine drivers 
Messrs Lodna Colliery Company ( 1920 ) Limited , who will obtain Gas tęsting certificate will be placed in 
Post Omce Kalipahari, District Burdwan , was category VI as per settlement as in Annexure Al to the 
justified in placing Sarvashri Rasid Ali and 

written statement. The union s letter dated 12th May , 
Banka Kora , Coal Cutting Machine Drivers in 1971 is filed along with the written statement and mark 
Category - V as per the recommendations of the ed Annexure B . The management s action in placing 
Wage Board for Coal Mining Industry ? If not, Rasid Ali and Banka Kora in category V , as neither of 
to what relief the workmen are entitled and them obtained Gas Testing certificate , was justified and 
from what date ? " 

the demand of the union should be rejected . 
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4 . The union in its written statement asserted 

7 . In paragraph 5 of the written statement of the 
in paragraph 2 that both the workmen were rightly Company the union s letter dated 12th May, 1971 , 
places in category BIII of the Majumdar award but Annexure B , has been referred to and in that connec 
they were unlawfully denied category VI of the Coul lion it is stated that the union raised the dispute for 
Wage Board recommendations by the management. As wages of Rajoo Mia and Mahadeo Gowala with retros 
regards the Reference No 28 of 1971 , the union states pective effect from the date of implementation of Wage 
thut the union had withdrawn the dispute under refer Board reommendations and was the subject matter of 
ence when it found some fundamental mistake that was conciliation along with the dispute of Rasid Ali and 
clarified in the award . In paragraph 8 of its written Banka Kora . That dispute being in Assistant Labour 
statement the union asserts that the Settlement dated Commissioner file case No. E . 2 / 3 ( 208 ) / 71 ended in a 
3rd February, 1970 with Colliery Mazdoor Sabha , CITU failure wherefor the Central Government has made this 
was something like contracting out not to demand their reference relating to the workmen . Therefore , this dis 
just dues and the Colliery Mazdoor Sabha was not en pute which is an industrial dispute under Section 2 ( k ) 
titled to represent the dispute of the workmen who apparently evades the mischief of Sindhu Resettlement 
were not its members . It is further asserted that when Corporation case referred to above. 
the present dispute under reference was pending be 
fore the Central Industrial Relations Machinery vide 

8 . In paragraph 1 (b ) of its written statement the 
Assistant Labour Commissioner , Central, Asansol y file management asserts that Ningha Colliery Mazdoor 
No . E .2 / 3 ( 126 ) / 68 dated 1st July, 1968, the Colllery Union does not represent the majority cf the workmen 
Mazdoor Sabha could not lawfully represent the work 

of the colliery . That paragraph has not been traversed 
men involved in the dispute as that union was tot 

by the union in its written statement. Be that is it 
authorised in writing by the workmen concerned . The may if it is the union of which wurkmen menibers are 
union s letter dt . 121h May, 1971 to the Agent of the 

minority compared to the workmen members of any 
rolliery with a request to make payment of the differ other union , it has still a locus standi to raise a dispute . 
ence of wages to the two workmen was neither replied 

9 . In paragraph 1 ( c ) of its written statement the 
nor conceded to . The management did not agree to 
place the two workmen in proper category as per re 

management referred to two scltlements dalad 21st 

December 1970 and 3rd February , 1970 , Arinexures A 
commendations of the Central Wage Buard for Coal 

and A1 and claims that those settlements are still bind 
Mining Industry in spite of best effort of the Assistant 

ing wherefor there cannot be any reference under Sec 
Labour Commissioner , Central, Asansol whereupon the 

lion 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act. In replying to 
conciliation proceeding ended in a failure . Claiming 
that the worknien are entitled to be placed in Category 

that paragraph of the written statement of the nianage 
VI of the Coul Wage Board recommendations with effect 

ment, the union in paragraph 8 of its writteu statement 
from 15th August, 1967, the union prays that the re 

states that the settlement dated 3rd February , 1970 with 
fusal of the employer to put the workmen in Category 

the Colliery Mazdoor Sabha ( C .I. T . U .) is something like 

contracting out not to demand their just dues. This 
VI with effect from 15th August, 1967 was to be declar 

Colliery Muzdoor Sabha cannot represent the aispute 
ed illegal and unjustified and that the workmen should 

of those workmen who are not its members and special 
be placed in Category VI with effect from 15th August , 

ly this dispute (meaning the dispute under reference ) 
1967 as recommended by the Central Wage Board for 

pending before the Central Industrial Machinery ride 
Coal Mining Iodustry and that the workmen should be 

Assistant Labour Commissioner , Central, Asansol s Alle 
paid difference of wages, allowance and other amenities 
with retrospective effect from 15th August, 1967 and 

No. 12 / 3 / ( 126 ) / 68 dated 1st July , 1968 cannot be re 

presented by any union unless it is authorised in writ 
any other relief or reliefs the workmen are entitled to . 

ing by the workmen concerned. Now , Annexure A to 

the written statement of the company is the memoran 
5 . The learned Advocate for the management and the dum of a settlement arrived at between the manage 
General Secretary of the Union Srl Mazumdar opened ment of Sripur 4 , 5 and 6 Pits colliery (Ningha ( clliery ), 
their respective cases. The management s learned Ad Sripur colliery , Rana Colliery and Sripur Seam Inoline 
vocate submitted at the opening that workman Rasid Colliery of Messrs Ludna Colliery Co. ( 1920 ) Limited 
Ali passed the Gas Testing certificate on 27th October , and their workmen represented by the Colliery Maz 
1971 during the pendency of this reference (Jated 7th door Congress ( H .M . S .) , Asansol cluring the course of 
October, 1971) and that he had been placed in Category mutual discussions held Letween the parties at Asansoi 
VI of the Coal Wage Board recommendations on and on the 21st December 1970 . Annexure A relates to a 
from 10th January , 1972 so soon as he informed the dispute raised by the Colliery Mazdoor Congress ( HMS), 
fact to the management and satisfied the authorities of Asansol betwcen the management of the collieries men 
the management about his passing of Gas testing and tioned above and their workmen demanding grant of 
holding of the gas testing certificate and that the other third annual increment, payment of arrears of annual 
workman Banka Kora had not even now passed the Gas increments, payment of V . D . A . in accordance with the 
Testing certifcate and as such he had been placed in recommendations of the Central Wage Board for the 
Category V of the Coal Wage Board recommendations Coal Mining Industry , 23 per cent increasc in the 
but not in Category VI. Neither party adduced any rates of commission of the trammers sirdars ctc ., that 
evidence . For the management the learned Advocate was referred to the Regional Labour Commissioner ( C ). 
advanced his argument on materials on record , so also Asansol for conciliation . The conciliation procecding 
the General Secretary of the Union . 

was initiated from 14th December 1970 arid had been 
adjourned at the request of both the parties . In course 

of mutual discussion hold between the representatives 
6 . In Reference No. 26 of 1971 an award was render 

of both the parties on 21st December, 1970 that indus 
ed on 6th May , 1971. In that award it was found that 

trial dispute was amicably settled between them on 
the union did raise the dispute before the management 

certain terms, paragraph 4 of Annexure A reads as 
but went straight to the Conciliation oficer with the 

follows: 
dispute whercfor the said industrial dispute referred to 
for adjudication feel within the mischief of Sindhu Re 

" It is agrecd that the demands regarding payment 
selticrnent Corporation Lid . and Industrial Tribuna ), 

of lead, empty tub pushing as per actual mea 
Gujarat, 1969 I LLJ p . 834 . The Union thereupon filed 

surement, incrcase in the rate of wages of the 
an application praying for withdrawal of the dispute 

trammers , revision in the commission of wagon 
with a prayer to raise the self- same dispute in a regular 

luading sirdars payment fall back wages to 
manner . The prayer was allowed with the reservation 

the loaders, categorisation of some of the time 
that nothing in the order should prevent the workmen 

rated workmen and promotion of busket coun 
Irom raising the identical dispute in future if they so 

ters shall be mutually discussed between the 
like. So , the union was required to raise a dispute 

parties at a later date ." 
first before the management over the matter that was 
included in the Reference No. 26 of 1971 in which Paragraph 5 says. " The Union did not press the demand 
award was rendered on 6th May, 1971 , 

regarding permanency of loaders , trammers, wogon 


ԱՆԻ 
ՄԱՆԿԱԿԱՆ 


Sec. 3 (ii) ] 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : SEPTEMBER 2 , 1972 / BHADRA 11 , 1894 


3463 


loaders and chaprasis for the present" . This settlement 
was signed by the parties on 21st December , 1971. An 
nexure A . It does not concern the present dispute 
relating to the categorisation of the two workmen Rasid 
Ali and Banka Kora in category VI of the Wage Board 
recommendations. Annexure Ai is the settlement arriv 
ed at between the management of Sripur Colliery , Rana 
Colliery, Ningha Colliery and Sripur Seam Incline Col 
lirry of Messrs Lodna Colliery Co. ( 1920 ) Ltd , and their 
workmen represented by the Colliery Mazdoor Sabha 
(AITUC ), Raniganj during mutual discussion held on 
3rd Frbruary , 1970 . The Colliery Mazdoor Sabha 
(AITU » ) Raniganj had been pressing for certain de 
mands with regard to the wagon loaders , loaders , clip 
man , line mistries and Machine drivers of Sripur, 
Ningha , Rana and Sripur Seam Incline collieries . The 
matter was discussed betw - en the representatives of the 
management and the union in several meetings and on 
3rd February , 1970 the dispute was amirably settled 
between !he parties on several terms. Clause 5 of the 
terms reads as follows : 
" 5 Machine Drivers. The question of upgrading 

Machine Drivers to Category VI was fully dis 
cussed . Since Category VI was for highly skill 
ed machine drivers and since one of the statu 
tory requirement was their holding of gas test 
ing certificates. it was decided that those 
machine drivers who would produce valid gas 
testng certificates would be promoted to Cate 

gory VI. 
In case of other machine drivers , management 

agreed to give them one extra increment." 
This Settlement. Annexure Al, to the management s 
written statement was arrived at between the manage 
ment and the union officials on 3rd February , 1970 . 
The Ningha Colliery Mazdoor Union in paragraph 8 
of the written statement asserts that the Settlement 
dated 3rd February , 1970 with Colliery Mazdoor 
Congress , C .I. T . U ., is something like contracting out 
not to demand their just dues. Firstly , on 3rd 
February , 1970 there was no Colliery Mazdoor Sabha 
affiliated to C . I T . U ., but it was Colliery Mazdoor 
Sabha affiliated to A . I. T . U . C . The Coliery 
Mazdoor Sabha , A . I. T . U . C . raised the dispute 
regarding all workmen of several categories includ 
ing Machine drivers of Ningha colliery and other col 
lieries. In paragraph 8 of its written statement the 
union states , “ This Colliery Mazdoor Sabha cannot re 
present the dispute of those workmen who are not its 
members and specially this dispute pending before the 
Central Industrial Relation Machinery ” . Besides the 
two workmen there are other workmen in all those 
collieries mentioned in the Settlement, Annexure A1. 
who are working as machine drivers . So , the settle 
mcr. t in Annexure Al relates not only to the workmen 
who are members of the Colliery Mazdoor Sabha , 
AITUC but also to members and non members of the 
said union . The Settlement, Annexure AI, relates 
ali machine drivers working in the collieries such as 
Sripur colliery, Ningha Colliery . Sripur Seam Incline 
colliery Of Messrs Lodna Colliery Co . ( 1920 ) Limited 
and their workmen represented by the Colliery Mazdoor 
Sabha , AITUC , Raniganj. The settlement was arrived 
at on 3rd February , 1970 . So , the union s objection 
that the two workmen were not members of Colliery 
Mazdoor Sabha when the settlement was arrived at as 
per Annexure Al on 3rd February . 1970 does not 
appear to be sound in law . Now , the union in para 
graph 8 asserted that when the present dispute was 
pending before the Central Industria ] Relation Machi 
nery zde Assistant Labour Commissioner, Central, 
Asansol, File No . E . 2 / 3 ( 126 ) / 168 dated 1st July , 1968 , 
the Colliery Mazdoor Sabha. C . I. T . U . was not entitled to 
represent in the mutual discussion between the manage 
ment and the union over the present dispute without 
authorisation by the union meaning the Ningha Colliasv 

Viazdcor Union . Sri Mazumdar for the union was 
asked to substantiate the statement and was asked to 
explain how the present dispute could be pending be 
fore the Assistant Commissioner of Labour , Central, 
Asanso ) in his file No . E .2 / 3 ( 126 ) / 68 dated 1st July , 


1968 when the present dispute before the Assistant 
Labour Commissioner , Central, Asansol was the subject 
matter of conciliation in the Assistant Labour Com 
missioner s file No. E .2 / 3 ( 209 ) / 71 dated 31st August , 
1971 . Sri Majumdar was taken aback . The cailure re 
port signed by the Assistant Labour Commissioner, 
Central along with the present reference was shown 
to Sri Majumdar wherein it is stated that the present 
dispute before the Conciliation Officer was numbered 
in his file as E . 2 / 3 ( 208 ) / 71 which failed conciliation on 
31st August, 1971 and this dispute has therefore no 
connection with the dispute that was pending before 
the Assistent Labour Commissioner, Central, Asansol in 
its file E . 2 / 31 , 96 ) / 68 dated 1st July , 1968 . Sri Majum 
dar could not explain the situation . So , he had to 
admit that the present dispute under reference was 
pending before the Assistant Labour Commissioner , 
Central Asansol in its case file No . E . 2 / 3 ( 208 ) / 71 but 
not in his case file No. E . 2 / 3 ( 126 ) / 68 dated 1st July , 
1968 . So the dispute that was pending in the Assistant 
Labour Commissioner s file No. E .2 / 3 ( 126 ) / 68 dated 1st 
July , 1968 may be some dispute other than the present 
dispute under reference which before the Assistant 
Labour Commissioner, Asansol, was attempted to be 
conciliated upon in his case file Na E . 2 / 3 ( 208 ) / 71. The 
failure report would show that the Ningha Colliery 
Mazdoor Union ( Ind .) raised the industrial dispute 
under reference by its letter No. 54 ( 7 ) / 71 dated 26th 
July , 1971 which was received by the Conciliation 
Officer on 28th July , 1971 and the conciliation proceed 
ing started on and from 25th August , 1971. So, the 
settlement Annexure Al dated 3rd February , 1970 was 
arrived at between the management of the collieries 
concerned and the Union , Colliery Mazdoor Sabha , 
A . I. T . U . C ., at a time when the present dispute was not 
pending conciliation before the Assistant Labour Com 
missioner Asansol, in his file No. E . 2 / 3 ( 208 ) / 71 which 
resulted in failure of conciliation on 31st August, 1971. 
On a reference to the file of the Reference case No . 26 
of 1971 it is found but the Ningha Colliery Mazdoor 
Union (UTUC ) raised previous industrial dispute regard 
ing the two workmen who are now involved in the 
present dispute under reference , by its letter dated 19th 
October, 1970 which was taken up for conciliation by 
the Assistant Labour Commissioner , Central, Asansol 
in its file NO , E . 2 / 3 ( 309 ) / 70 in which the failure report 
was sent to the Central Government on 19th November , 
1970 . The settlement dated 3rd February , 1970 between 
the management and the union , Colliery Mazdoar Sabha, 

ITUC, had been effected long before 19ih October , 
1970 . This dispute raised by the Ningha Colliery Maz 
door Union in the conciliation Case No E .2 / 3 ( 3091 / 70 
before the Assistant Labour Commissioner. Central. 
Asansol related to the wrong categorisation of the two 
workmen Rasid Ali and Banka Kora and other two 
workmen Raju Mia and Mahadeo Gowala . coal cutting 
marhine drivers . That conciliation proceeding ended in 
failure whereupon there was a reference which was 
registered as Reference Case No. 26 of 1971 in which 
an award was rendered by this Tribunal recording 
withdrawal of the dispute by the union . Therefore , the 
Annexure Ai, tha settlement dated 3rd February 1970 
was arrived at at a time when there was no conciliation 
proceeding pending regarding the subject matter of the 
dispute now under reference before any Central Conci 
liation officer having jurisdiction to entertain the dis 
pute . So , the objection in paragraph 8 of the union 
about the settlement, Annexure Al dated 3rd February . 
1970 as mentioned above , does not stand the test of 
scrutiny . The settlement Annexure A1 is dated 3rd 
February, 1970 . The dispute was amicably settled on 
3rd February , 1970 . It is not stated in the settlement 
Annexure A1 as fo when it will come into operation . 
There is no clause in the settlement Annexure Al, as 
to the agreed period for which the settlement would be 
binding. Therefore, Section 19 ( 2 ) of the Industrial Dis 
putes Act, 1947 should be decisive about the continue 
ance of the binding effect on the parties to the settle 
ment after cxpiry of the period of six months from the 
date of the settlement. As there is no period fixed , the 
settlement Annexure A1 it was to continue upto 2nd 
August , 1970 and thereafter until the expiry of two 
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months from the date on which a notice in writing of Board recommendations. Majumdar award at page 93 , 
an intention of terminating the settlement is given by Volume II while giving job description of coal cutting 
une ot the parties to the other party or partics to the machine drivers made two categories , Category VII 
settlement. The union , that means the Ningha Colliery working a long wall or short wall coal cutting machine 
Mazdoor Union nowhere stated in its written statement in non -gassy mines and Category VIII coal cutting 
that after the expiry of the terms of the settlement i.e . machine driver , working a short wall or long wall coal 
2nd August 1970 any of the parties to the settlement cutting machine in gassy mines. According to Majum 
gave notice in writing of an intention to terminate the dar award management of Ningha colliery which is a 
settlement. Sri Majumdar for the union , Ningha Col gassy mine placed the two workmen in category VIII 
liery Mazdour Union , had not attacked the settlement, although neither of the two workmen had at that time 
Annexure Al, on the score that after the expiry of the gas testing certificate . The management s case is that 
torm of the settlement .e . 2nd August, 1970 , any of as Category VIII ( oal ( ulting machine drivers get 
the partics to the settlement gave a notice in writing higher pay than category VII of Majumdar award , the 
of an intention to terminate the settlement to the other . management in spite of the two wor! men s not holding 
On the other hand , the management asserted in para gas testing certificates placed them in category VIII of 
graph lie ) that the statement, Arinexure Al, was bind toc Majumdar award , Naturally when the recommenda 
ins on the par ies wherefor there could nut be any lions of the Central Wage Board for Coal Mining In 
reference under Section 10 of the Industrial Disputes dustry ( ame to be implemented in the Ningha olliery 
Act . So , ( lause 5 of the settlement dated 3rd February , the union through its General Secretary Sri Majumdar 
1970 , Annexure Al, relating to machine drivers of as well as in its written statement paragraph 3 referring 
Ninxha colliery was binding on the two workmen and to page 51 Volume II of the Coal Wage Board recom 
the management when on 12th May, 1971 the Ningha mendations pinned the case of the two workmen to 
Colliery Mazdoor Union by its letter to the manage clause 7 regarding coal cutting machine drivers which 
ment made the demand which was not , according to reads as follows : " . . . Those who are in the existing 
the union , conceded to by the management wherefor Category VII will he placed in the New Category V 
1ho union raised the dispute before the Assistant Labour ( Serial No. 7 ) and those who are in the existing Catc 
Commission r Asansol who in its File No. E . 2 / 3 ( 209 ) / gorles VIII and IX will be placed in the new Category 
71 took up the present dispute under reference for VI ( Serial No. 1 ) " . Accordingly for two workmen Sri 
concilia jon . Ningha Colliery Mazdoor Union was not Majumdar claimed that they should be placed in Cate 
a party to the Settlement, Annexure Al. 

gory VI of the Coal Wage Board recommendations, al 

though they had been placed in category V . Now , 
10 . In reply to the management s assertion in para 

Coal Mines Regulation , 1957 as amended was referred 
graph 1 ( h ) of its writton statement that the Ningha to in article 52 page 118 , Volume I of " Coal Wage 
Colliery Mazdoor Union did not represent the majority Board recommendations. Coal Mines R Hulations, 1957 , 
of the workmen of the collicry , the said union made no paragraph 186, sub - paragraph (2 ) reads as follows : 
counter statement in its written statement. Therefore , 

" ( 2 ) In cvery mine to which regulati- n 1. 14 applies . 
it is admitted as it has not been specifically denied by 

no person shall be appointed to supervise or 
the Ningha Colliery Mazdoor Union that it does not re 

operate any electrical machinery , apparatus or 
present the majority of the workmen of Ningha Colliery . 

applicance other than a telephone or signalling 
If that be the position , the Colliery Mazdoor Sabha, 

device or an electric lamp or light, unless he 
A . I. T . U . C ., representing the workmen of all , categories 

holds a Gas testing Certificate " 
in several collieries of the Lodna Colliery Co . ( 1920 ) Ltd . 
mentioned in Annexure Ai had the Locus standi to enter Sub -paragraph ( 2) clearly says that none shall be al 
into the settlement on 3rd February , 1970 which must 

lowed to operate any electrical machine in a gassy mine 
be still binding on all the workmen as categorised in unless he holds a gas testing certificato . Sri Basu 
the settlement including coal cutting machine drivers 

Thakur. learned Advocate for the management, sub 
of Ningha Colliery . Therefore , when Ningha Colliery mitted that the Coal cutting machine was a clectrically 
Mazdoor union raised the present dispute before the driven machine and that the Ningha collirry armittedly 
Assistant Labour Commissioner , Central, Asansol, it was a gassy mine. Sub -paragraph ( 2 ) of paragraph 186 
had no jurisdirtion to enter into the conciliation proceed of the Coal Mine Regulations, 1957 says that cartrirally 
ings , and the union had no locus standi to represent the operated machine such as coal cutting marhire cannot 
workmen in the conciliation proceedings when Settle be driven by a person in a _ gassy mine unless he holds 
ment, Annexure A1, was in operation and hinding on a gas testing certifcate . He referred to article 52 , 
the two workmen to whose categorisation the present Volume I, page 118 of the Coal Wage Buard recommen 
dispute under reference relates. 

dations. The Coal Wage Board took into consideration 

article 186 sub -article ( 2 ) of the Coal Mine Regulation 
11 . The fundamental question in the reference is whilo denying gas allowance and recommending higher 
whether the management is justifcd in not placing the wages to those who are to obtain the kas testing certi 
two workmen in Category VI of the Central Wage Board Acate Sri Majumdar would not consider paragraph 
recommendations. For the management it was submitted 186 sub -paragraph ( 2 ) of the Coal Mine Regulations, 
that the Coal Woge Board at page 118 , Volume I, Arti 1957 as governing Article 52 of the recommendations of 
cle 52, considered the question of gas testing allowance . the Coal Mining Industry . Volume I, page 118 . He 
Those who obtained the gas testing certificate demanded referred to me para 36 of the Coal Mines Regulations 
Suecial allowance before the Coal Wage Board . The whlch relates to appointment of Cicials and competent 
Cnal Wage Board observed that the possession of a gas persons and submitted that although the two workmen 
testing certificate for certain categories of workmen is did not hold gas testing certificates , they had been 

condition of service under the Coal Mines Regulation , placed in category VIII according to Majumdar award 
So , in article 52 of its Report. page 118 , Volume I, the and that they were to be fixed in categorv VI of the 
Coal Wage Board observed , " In view of this while Coal Wage Board recommendations no matter whether 
Axing wage rates for workmen who are statutorily re the holding of a gas “ testing Certificate was a condition 
quired to possess gas testing certificate we have taken of his service. He further submitted that by allowing 
into account. In the circumstances, the question of a the two workmen who did not hold zas testing certi 
separate allowance on this account does not grise " . So , firates to be categorised in category VIII of Majurndar 
the gas testing ( artifirate being a condition of service Award and even allowing them to work in the gassy 
any workman holding gas trsting certificate is cligible mine as Coal Cutting Machine drivers without holding 
to be fixed at the wage rate higher than those not told gas testing certificates . the management violated Mines 
ing gas testing certificate . Instead of allowing can test law . It may he so . But this is not the forum for agi 
ing allowanre to th . holder of a pas testing certifrat tation of such a prorocilinn . Tf the management has 
the Cool Wage Board recommended for him a wage violated the Mines law the union may lirus it try the 
rate hicier than the one not holding a gas tcsling certi notice of proper authorities for enforcent of such 
Arata . This is th , menning of article 52 of the recom law , Now , the question is whether holdinx of a gas 
mendations at page 118, Volume 1 of the Coal Wage certifirate is a condition of service under raragraph 186 
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Coal Mines Regulations, 1957 which was taken into con 

oration by the Coal Wage Board while recommending 
kation of higher rates of wages to persons whose 

ndition of service was to obtain a gas testing certi 
Late . So , when Rasid Ali and Banka Kora did not 
hold , when the dispute was referred to for adjudication 
by this tribunal, the gas testing certificate , the manage 
ment in rerard to Rasid Ali was justified upto 9th 
January 1972 not to place him in category VI of the 
Coal Wage Board recommendations and is still justified 
in not placing Banka Kora in category VI of the Coal 
Wage Board recommendations. Neither the manage 
ment can be allowed to violate the law nor the union 
can be allowed to claim anything which law would not 
rermit th workman to claim . The management and the 
vorkmen or as a matter of that the Union are to be 
governed strictly by the law and law only . In this 
view if the matter the workman Rasid Ali shall have 
no grievance on and from 10th January , 1972 and he 
had no right till before 10th January , 1972 to claim 
that he should be placed in Category VI of Coal Wage 
Board recommendations. As regards Banks Kora , since 
he has not yet obtained gas testing certificate , he has 
no right to be placed in category VI of the Coal Wage 
Board recommendations. 


12 . In the result, the reference is answered in regard 
to this two workmen in the manner I have just men 
tioned . 
This is my award. 

(Sd.) S . N . BAGCHI, 

Presiding Officer . 
Daten , August 3, 1972 . 

[No. L / 19012 / 125 /71- LRII . ] 


sub - paragraph ( 2 ) of Coal Mine Regulations, 1957. It 
is undeniably a condition of service . In this context 
we are to read in between the lines of artiile 52 of the 
recommendations of the Coal Wage Boari . appearing j1 
page 118 , Volume I of the Report which I have already 
referred to . Gas allowance was seried to workmen who 
claimed such allowance while working in a gassy mine 
Instead of gas allowance the Wage Board recommend 
ed higher rates of wages to those workmen who held 
gas testing certificate . According to Majumdar award 
Culegory VIII coal cutting machine driver in gassy mine 
was entitled to higher rate of allowance compared to 
coal cutting machine drivers in non - gassy mines . 
According to Wage Board recommendations the coal 
cutting machine driver in a gassy mine in view of 
article 52, Volume I. page 118 of the Report read with 
Paragraph 186 , sub - paragraph ( 2 ) of the Coal Mine 
Regulations. 1957 are entitled to be fixed in category 
VI of the Coal Wage Board recommendations with 
higher rate of pay compared to the pay in category 
VIII of Majumdar award and category V of Coal Wage 
Board recommendations provided the workman covered 
sub -paragraph (2 ) of Paragraph 186 of the Coal Mine 
Regulations, 1957 is holding a gas testing certificate . 
Sri Majumdar s contention was that when the Majum 
dar award came into force , the management placed the 
two workmen in category VIJI in a gassy mine although 
they held no gas testing certificate ; so they were entitl 
ed to be placed in the gassy mine under Coal Wage 
Board recommendations in category VI that means at 
a rate of pay higher than the rate of pay of those in 
category V of the Coal Wage Board recommendations 
and even those in category VIII of Majumdar award , 
and that such denial by the management cf the two 
workmen s claim was illegal and unjustified . Place 
ment of the two workmen in Category VI of Coal Wage 
Board recommendations is however dependant upon the 
fulfilment of the conditions in article 52, Volume I, 
page 118 of the Coal Wage Board recommendations 
read with Paragraph 186 sub -paragraph ( 2 ) of the Coal 
Mine Regulation , 1957. In violation of the Mine Regu 
lations if the management had placed the two workmen 
in category VIII of Majumdər award in a gassy mine 
like ? . .. ( " ery when they did not hold the 
gas . . : . . the workmen or the union re 
presenting the workmen cannot now ask the Tribunal 
to be a party to the violation of the Mines Regulations 
and the recommendations of the Coal Wage Board i. e . 
article 52, Vol. 1. page 118 of the Coal Wage Board 
recommendations read with sub -paragraph ( 2 ) of Para 
graph 186 of the Mines Regulations. The sine qua non 
for the two workmen to be placed in Category VI is 
to hold a gas testing certificate when they are operat 
ing the gassy mine Ningha colliery , electrically driven 
coal cutting machines. The legal right of the two work 
men to be placed in Category VI of the Coal Wage Board 
recommendation is dependant upon their holding a gas 
testing certificate . Now , the management had placed 
Rajoo Mia and Mahadeo Gowala in 1970 - 71 in category 
VI when they obtained gas testing certificate . Even 
on 10th January , 1972 workmen Rasid Ali has been 
placed in category VI of the Coal Wage Board recom 
mendations so soon as he had obtained the gas testing 
certificate on 20th October , 1971 and brought it to the 
notice of the management. Sri Majumdar did not raise 
any comment on the management s action as regards 
Rasid Ali . The management submitted that Kora had 
not yet obtained any gas testing certificate . So , if the 
management is to implement article 52, Volume I, 
p . 118 read with note No. 7 page 51, Volume II of the 
Coal Wage Board recommendations by placing from 
15th August, 1967 the vorkmen in category VI of the 
Wage Board recommendations who were in category 
VIII under Majumdar award in the gassy mine of 
Ningha colliery , it has got to obey the recommendations 
in article 52 read with the law as laid down in para 
graph 186 sub - paragraph ( 2 ) of the Coal Mines Regula 
tion . 1957. If the union claims as of right under article 
52 page 118 , Volume I of the Report of the Coal Wage 
Board recommendations read with note 7 , in page 51. 
Volume II thereof, it cannot overlook the mandatory 
provision of sub - paragraph ( 2 ) of Paragraph 186 of the 


New Delhi, the 26th August 1972 
s . O 1419 . - Winnnnn an :-- - stri , disputo exists 
between tlic management of Madhujore Colliery, Post 
Office Kajoragram , District Burdwan (hereinafter 
referred to as the said employers ) and their work 
men represented by the Colliey Mazdoor Union 
( INTUC ) , Bastin Bazar , G . T . Road , Post Office Asan 
sol, District Burdwan (hereinafter referred to as the 
union ) ; 


And whereas the said employers and the union have 
by a written agreement in pursuance of the provi 
sions of sub - section ( 1 ) of section 10A of the Indus 
trial Disputes Act, 1947 ( 14 of 1947 ) , agreed to refer 
the said dispute to arbitration of the person specified 
therein , and a copy of the said agreement has been 
forwarded to the Central Government; 


Now , therefore, in pursuance of the provisions of 
sub - section ( 3 ) of section 10A of the Industrial Dis 
rites Act , 1947 ( 14 of 1947 ) , the Central Government 
hereby publishes the said arbitration agreement. 


AGREEMENT 


Under Section 10A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 

BETWEEN 
Name of the Parties : 
Representing the employers : Representing the workmen : 
Shri R . C . Patel, Resident Shri Pravat Goswami, Jt . 

Director . M s , Madhuiore General Secretary, Colliery 
Coal Co , Pvt . Ltd . , P . O . Kaio - Mazdoor UNION ( INTUC ) 
ragram Distt . Burdwan . 

G . T . Road . Bastin Bazar , 
P . O . Asansol ( Burdwan ) . 


It is hereby agreed between the parties to refer the follow 
ing industrial dispute to the arbitration of Sri RJ. T . D Mella , 
Chief Labour Commissioner (Central) , New Delhi , 
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(1) Specific matters in dispute : 
" Whether the management of Madhujore Colliery 01 

M / S . Madhuiore Coal Co. ( P ) Ltd.. P . O . Kejoragram 
Distt . Burdwan, was justifictl in dismissing fiom ser 
vice thc workmennamed below with effect from 10 - 1 - 1971 ? 
If not , to what relief are1heworkmen concerned entitled ? " 


बिाजार, जीटी रोड, डाकघर आसनसोल , जिला बर्दवान 
( इवमके पश्चात् संघ के रूप में निर्दिष्ट किया गया है ) करती है , 
एक प्रौद्योगिक विवाद विद्यमान है ; 


- 


- - -- 


- 


- 


- 


Sl. No. 


Name of the workmen 


Designation 


- 


. -... - - . - . - . 


I . Sri Ramnath Singh 
2 . Sri Md . Saddique Mia 
3 . Sri Sankar Harijan 
4 . Sri Balli Hariian 
5 . Srishew Naih Kanu 
6 . Sri Ramchandra Rajbhar 
7 . Sri Tuffani Harijan 
8 . Srisk, Hadish 
9 . Sri Provakar Ray 
10 . Sri Chabbi Yadav 
JI. Sri Ugranel Singh 


Loudet 
Loader 
Loader 
Loader 
Loader 
Surface Trommur 
Onsetter 
Tiniber Mistry 
Mining Sirdar 
MachineMazdoor 
S . G . Trammer. " 


और यतः उक्त नियोजकों और कर्मकारों ने प्रौद्योगिक . 
विवाद अधिनियम , 1947 ( 1947 का 14 ) की धारा 10- क 
की उपधारा ( 1 ) के उपबन्धों के अनुसरण में एक लिखित करार 
दद्वारा उक्त विवाद को उममें वणित व्यक्ति के माध्यस्थम के लिए 
निर्देशित करने का करार कर लिया है और उक्त माध्यस्थम् करार 
को एक प्रति केन्द्रीय सरकार को भेजी गई है ; 

अत : अब , प्रौद्योगिक विवाद अधिनियम , 1947 ( 1947 
का 14 ) की धारा 10-क की उपधारा ( 3 ) के उपबन्धों के अनु 
सरण में , केन्द्रीय सरकार उक्त माध्यस्थम् करार को , एतद्द्वारा 
प्रकाशित करती है । 

(करार ) 
( औद्योगिक विवाद अधिनियम , 1947 की धारा 10- क 
के अधीन ) 

बीच 


( ii) Details of the purtics to the dis - Madhujore Colliery 

pute including the name and of M / s , Madhujore 
address of the establishment Coal Co . ( P ) Ltd . , 
or undertaking involved . 

P. O . Kajoragram. 
Distt . Burdwan , 


( iii ) 


Name of the Union , if any, Colliery Mazdoor ) 

representing the workmen , Unjon ( INTUC ) 
in guestion , 

G . T . Road . P . O . 
Asansol, Distt . 
Burdwan , 


(iv ) 


Total number of workmen 1100 

employed in the undertaking 
affected : 


( ) 


Estimated number of workimen Eleven. 

affected or likely to be affec 
ted by the dispute, 


We furiher agroc that the decision of the Arbiltotor shall 
be binding on us , 

The Arbitrator shall make his award within a period of 
one hundred and eighty days or within such further time as 
is extended by iputual agreement between us in writing . In 
case the award is not made within the period aforementioned 
the reference to Arbitrator shall stand automatically cancelled 
and we shall be free to negotiate for fresli arbitration , 


Signature of the Parties 


(Sd .) PRAYAT GOSWAMI, 
Represehting the workmer 


( Sd.) R . C . PATEL , 
Representing the Emplover 
Witness : 

I . B , PRASAD 


पक्षकारा के नाम : 
नियोजकों का प्रतिनिधित्व 
करने याले : 

1 , श्री० पार० सी० पटेल , 
रेजीडेंट डायरेक्टर , मैसर्स 
मधजोरे कोल कम्पनी प्राईवेट 
लिमिटेड , डाकघर काजोरा 

ग्राम , जिला बर्दवान । 
कर्मकारों का प्रतिनिधित्व करने 
वाले : 

1 . श्री प्रावत गोस्वामी , 
मंयुक्त महागचित्र , कालियरी 
मजदूर युनियन ( भारतीय 
राष्ट्रीय श्रमिक संघ कारेस ) , 
जी० टी० रोड, बामतीन 
बानार , डाकघर आमनमोल , 

( बर्दवान ) । 
पक्षकारों के बीच निम्नलिखित औद्योगिक विवाद को श्री 
आर० जे० टी० लोमेलो, मुख्य श्रमायुक्त ( केन्द्रीय ) , नई दिल्ली 
के मध्यस्थम् के लिए निर्देशित करने का एतद्वारा करार किया 
गया है : 
( 1 ) विनिर्दिष्ट विवाद " क्या मैसर्स मधुजोरे कोल कं० 
ग्रस्त विषय : ( प्रा० ) लि० की मधुजोरे कोलि 

यरी, डाकघर काजोगग्राम , जिला 
बर्दवान के प्रबन्ध मंडल द्वारा उन 
कर्मकारों को , जिनके नाम नीचे 
दिए गए हैं, 10- 4- 1971 से मेवा 
से पदच्युत करना न्यायोचित था ? 
यदि नहीं , तो सम्बन्धित कर्मकार 
किस अनुतोष के हकदार हैं ? " 


2 . A . BHATTACHARJEE 


Dated : the r9th 
july , 1972 . 


[ No. L / 19025 / 27 / 72- LRII.] 
KARNAIL SINGH, Under Secy . 


नईदिल्ली, 26 अगस्त 1972 
का० प्रा० 2413. - - यत : मधुजोरे कोलियरी , डाक 
पर काजोरा ग्राम जिला बर्दवान ( इसके पश्चात् उक्त नियो 
जकों के रूप में निर्दिष्ट किये गए हैं ) के प्रबंधतंत्र से सम्बद्ध नियो 
जकों और उनके कर्मकारों के बीच , जिनका प्रतिनिधित्व कोलियरी , 
मजदूर यूनियन ( भारतीय राष्ट्रीय श्रमिक संघ कांग्रेस ) बासतीन 
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(Department of Labour and Employment) 

___ New Delhi , the 25th August 1972 
S . O , 2414 , — In pursuance of section 17 of the Indus 
trial Disputes Act , 1947 ( 14 of 1947 ) the Central 
Governmnet hcreby publishes the following award of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Cal 
cutta , in the Industrial Dispute between the cmploy 
ers in relation to the Calcutta Port Commissioners, 
Calcutta and their workmen , which was received by 
the Central Government on the 16th August, 1972 . 
CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 

AT CALCUTTA . 

REFERENCE No. 98 OF 1971 
PRESENT: 
Employers in relation to tlie Calcutta Port Com 

missioners. 


AND 


Their Workmen . 
PARTIES : 

Shri S . N . Bagchi, Presiding Officer, 
APPEARANCES : 

On behalf of Employers. - - Sri G . V . Karlekar , 

____ Labour Adviser & Industrial Relations Officer. 
On behalf of Workmen . - - Sri Syama Chakravorti, 

Secretary of Calcutta Port Shramik Union . 
STATE : West Bengal. 

INDUSTRY : Port . 


अमोक कर्मकार का नाम 

पदनाम 
1. श्री रामनाथ सिंह 

लोडर 
2. श्री मोहम्मद सद्दीक मिग्रा यथोक्त 
3. श्री संकर हरिजन 

यथोक्त 
4 . श्री बल्ली हरिजन 

यथोक्त 
5 . श्री शिनी नाथ कान 

लोडर 
6. श्री रामचन्द्र राजथर 

सरफेस ट्रैमर 
7 . श्री तूफफानी हरिजन 

पानसटर 
8. श्री शेख हृदिश 

टिम्बर मिस्त्री 
9. श्री प्रोवाकर गय 

माइनिंग सिरदार 
10. श्री चब्बी यादव 

मशीन मजदूर 
11. श्री उग्रसेन सिंह 

यू० जी० ट्रमर । " 
( ii ) विवाद के पक्षकारों का वि - मैसर्स मुधुजोरे कोल कं० 
रण , जिसमें अन्तर्वलित स्थापन ( प्रा० ) लि . की मधुजोरे 
का उपक्रम का नाम और पता कोलियरी, डाकघर काजीरा 

भी सम्मिलित है । ___ ग्राम , जिला बर्दवान । 
( iii ) यदि कोई संघ प्रश्नगत करता कोलियरी मजदूर संघ ( भारती 
कर्मकारों का प्रतिनिधित्व राष्ट्रीय श्रमिक संघ कांग्रेम ) , 
हो तो उसका नाम । जी० टी० रोड , डाकघर 

प्रासनसोल, जिला बर्दवान । 
( iv ) प्रभावित उपक्रम में नियो - 1100 

जिन कर्मकारों की कुल संख्या । 
( v ) विवाद द्वारा प्रभावित या ग्यारह 

संभाव्यतः प्रभावित होने वाले 
कर्मकारों की प्राक्कलित संख्या । 

हम यह करार भी करते हैं कि मध्यस्थ का विनिश्चय का 
हम पर पाबद्ध कर होगा । 

मध्यस्थ अपना पंचाट एक सौ अम्मी दिनांक की कालावधि 
या इतने और ममय के भीतर जो हमारे बीच पारस्परिक लिखित 
करार दवाग बढ़ाया जाय , देगा । यदि पूर्व पणित कालावधि के 
भीतर पंचाट नही दिया जाता तो माध्यस्थम् के लिए निदेश स्वत : 
रदद हो जायगा और हम नए माध्यस्थम् के लिए बातचीत करने 
को स्वतंत्र होगे । 

श्रकारों के हस्ताक्षर 

ह०। 
( पार० सी० पटेल ) 

( प्रायत गोस्वामी ) 
19/ 7/ 72 

___ 19/ 7/ 72 
नियोजकों का प्रतिनिधित्व करने कर्मकारों का प्रतिनिधित्व 

करने वाले 
साक्षी 
1 . ह० / - बी० प्रसाद 
2. ह्०/ - ए० भट्टाचारजी 
तारीख : 19 जुलाई , 1972 
[सं० एल / 19025/ 27/ 72-गल० प्रार० 2 ] 

करनैल सिंह , अवर सचिव । 


AWARD 
By Order No. L -32014 / 2 / 71- P & D , dated 20th August, 
1971 , the Government of India, in the Ministry of 
Labour and Rehabilitation ( Department of Labour and 
Employment) , referred the following dispute cxisting 
betwecn the employers in relation to the Calcutta Port 
Commissioners , Calcutta and their workmen represent 
cd by the Calcutta Port Shramik Union , to this Tri 
bunal, for adjudication , under Sub - section ( 2 ) of Sec 
tion 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, namely : 
" Whether the claim by Shri Kartick Kumar Chan 

dra , at present working as Junior Clerk for 
being fixed as Lower Division Clerk instead 
of Shri Sudhangsu Kumar Sen , now working 
as Lower Division Clerk , is justified ? If so , 

to what relief is he entitled ? " 
2 . Notices were served on both the union and the 
Commissioners for the Port of Calcutta . The union 
submitted its written statement on 1st April, 1971 and 
the Commissioners for the Port of Calcutta Aled its 
written statement on 25th January, 1972 . But neither 
party filed any rejoinder 10 either party s written 
statement . 

3. The union s case, inter - alia , as made in the writ 
ten statement is as follows: In paragraph 38 of the 
Report of the Classification and Categorisation Com 
mittee for the Major Ports of India , the Committee 
recommended that the Calcutta Port Administration 
should investigate the duties of Jamadar and Lite 
rate Jamadars in the Sanitary section of the Medical 
Department and that if any of these holding the 
aforesaid posts is found to be doing work as full 
fledged clerk , he should be classified accordingly and 
fix in the appropriate scale . In terms of the resolu 
tion No. 1304 of the Commissioners for the Port of 
Calcutta in the mecting held on 1st. April, 1963, it 
was decided to convert seven posts of Jamadars and 
Literate Jamadars doing full fledged clerical duties 
into posts of Lower Division clerks and four into 
Junior clerks and that adjustments would be made 
according to the seniority . The departmental com 
mittee examined the impact of the resolution in the 
light of the recommendations of the Classification and 
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Categorisation Committee . Shri Kartick Kumar Chan 
dra , the workman concerned in the dispute , is senior 
to Sri Sudhangsu Kumar Sen , the dates of appoint 
ment of Chandra and Sen in the identical scale of 
pay and in the same seniority unit being 1st Septem 
ber, 1951, and 16th February 1952 respectively . By 
wrong casting of the seniority postion of Kartick 
Kumar Chandra , the Port Administration allowed Sri 
Sudhangsu Kumar Sen to supsersede Sri Chandra 
and this wrong supersession was maintained by the 
Port authority in promoting Sri Sen to the post of 
Lower division clerk from the post of Literate Jama 
dar on 1st April, 1963 but both Sen and Chandra 
were in the same scale of pay in the same seniority 
unit. Earlier Sri Chandra protested against the wrong 
casting of his seniority position in the seniority list 
shown to him on 4th December , 1958 circulated as per 
Port Commissioners Health Officers s letter No. H / 
EST / 9 dated 7th November , 1958, but the representa 
tion containing the objection was neither enquired 
into nor replied to . Later , when the Union took up 
the case of supersession , the seniority list was amend 
ed , and the amended list was shown to Chandra , the 
wórkman concerned . Shri Sudhangsu Kumar Sen was 
working as a Number Taker of the conservancy lor 
ries in the docks and his duty hours were from 6 a .m . 
to 12 noon and he was never doing full fledged clerical 
duties and his designation was literate Jamadar on 
15th July , 1952. Sri Kartick Kumar Chandra was 
posted at the Calcutta Jetty Health Office and was 
working as a table staff for doing full fledged clerical 
duties during office hours only from 10 a .m . to 5 p . m . 
His designation was Literate Jamadar on 24th June, 
1953. In his letter No. ID ( i ) 43 / 337 of 22nd August, 
1969 to the Union the Labour Adviser and Indiistrial 
Relations Officer , Calcutta Port Commissioners admit 
ted supersession of Sri Kartick Kumar Chandra by 
Shri Sudhangsu Kumar Sen . The union took up the 
matter with the Chief Medical Officer on behalf of the 
said workman Chandra and the Chief Medical Officer 
by his letter No. CMO / U / 2 /316 dated 10th July , 1964 
informed the Union that the adjustment of Jamadar 
and Literate Jamadar as Lower division clerks is to 
be made strictly in order of seniority . The dispute of 
seniority between Sri Kartick Kumar Chandra and 
his junior Sri Sudhangsu Kumar Sen who was allow 
ed to supersede Sri Chandra against objection was 
persued further by the Union . There was concilia 
tion proceeding with the Assistant Labour Commis 
sioner, Central , Calcutta - II and an agreement was 
reached to refer the dispute for adjudication under 
Section 10 ( 2 ) of the Industrial Disputes Act where 
upon the present reference with the issue being " whe 
ther the claim of Sri Kartick Kumar Chandra at pre 
sent working as junior clerk for being fixed as Lower 
Division clerk , is justified ? If so , what relief is he 
entitled ? ” There was nothing against Sri Chandra 
as regards his unitability , efficiency and merit . He 
was also of longer durations in service of the Cal 
cutta Port compared to said Sri Sudhangsu Kumar 
Sen . Upon the aforesaid statement of case the union 
prayed for an award in answer to the issue in favour 
of Kartick Kumar Chandra granting him the relief 
of promotion retrospectively by holding his superses 
sion to be illegal, unjust, malafide and to grant him 
any other or further relief as may be deemed fit 
and proper on merit. 


Jamadals and Jamadars oi the Healtr. Section and to 
classify them to post of Lower division clerks. The 
union agreed to the Deputy Chairman s proposal that 
oui of 11 posts of literate Jamadars and Jamadars 
taken together of the Health Section , 7 posts be con 
verted to that of lower aivision and the rest to that 
of Junior Cierks. To the Deputy Chairman s further 
suggestion that the posts of Lower division clerk 
woud vele ! Dy the adjustment oí literate Jama 
cars proviued they possess the requisite qualifi 
cations, both the unions requested the Deputy Com 
missioner to accepi certain modifications in regard to 
the absorption of the men then holding the posts of 
literate Jamadars and samadars which were accept 
eu by the Deputy Chairman as a vrey special case . 
The unions proposals were ( i) that the seven posts 
of Lower division clerks be filled up by adjustment 
or the literate Jamadars on the basis oi seniority , 
irrespective of waelaer indey pc essed the prescribed 
minimum qualifications or not in view of their jong 
experience, and ( ii ) inat those who would continue 
to be on the lower scale of Rs. 60 - 85 as Junior Clerks 
will be eligible for consideration only against the 2 " 
per cent promotion quota of lower divisio :2 vacancies 
in the Health Department which may arise from time 
to time including the newly created vacancies of 6 
lower division clerks. Suggestions put forward by 
the union s to the Deputy Cliairinan s proposal were 
accepted by both the Commission crs of the Port of 
Calcutta and the unions and that agreed proposals 
were subsequently put before the Commissioners in 
a meeting and sacntioned by the Commissioners under 
Resolution No. 1305 of 1963. In answer to paragraph 
3 of the written statement of the union relating to 
the initial appointment in the Health Section of the 
Commissioners for the Port of Calcutta of Sri Chan 
dra and Sri Sen in the identical scale of pay on 13t 
September, 1951 and 16th June, 1952 respectively , the 
Commissioners in paragraph 3 ( i ) of their written 
statement asserted , “ Sri Kartick Kumar Chandra was 
first appointment in the Health Section of the Commis 
sioners Medical Department under the Chief Medical 
Officer on 1st September 1951 as Ratman in the scale 
of pay of Rs. 30 - 1 / 2 - 35 and was adjusted as Oilman 
with effect from 1st September , 1952 and was confirm 
ed to the post of Oilman on 26th February , 1953. He 
was temporarily promoted as Mate with effect from 
11th January , 1953 to 1st May , 1953 and from 26th 
May , 1953 to 23rd June, 1953. He was promoted to 
the post of Literate Jamadar on 24th June, 1953 in 
the scale of pay of Rs. 39 - 1 -44 and confirmed in the 
same post on 4th July , 1957 . In paragraph 3 ( ii ) of 
the said written statement and the Commissioners 
assert that Sri Sudhangsu Kumar Sen was first ap 
pointed on 15th January , 1952 as a lascar in the scale 
of pay of Rs. 30 - 1 / 2 -35 in the Health Section of the 
Commissioners Medical Department under the Chief 
Medical Officer . He was adjusted in the post of Rat 
man on 11th July , 1952 and continued in the said 
post upto 11th July , 1952 . He was temporarily pro 
moted to the post of Literate Jamadar on 15th July , 
1952 in the scale of pay of Rs. 39 - 1 - 44 and was ad 
justed in the said post on 30th November , 1952 and 
confirmed in the same post on 3rd July , 1957. Re 
ferrinę ( " 

. of the union s written state 
ment l . . . . iw : 1 : , supersession of Sri Chandra 
by Sri Sen on the basis of wrong casting of seniority 
position in between them , the Commissioners of the 
Port of Calcutta in paragraph 4 ( i ) states that the 
Commissioners deny the contentions of the Union that 
by wrong casting of the seniority position of Sri 
Kartick Kumar Chandra the Port Administration 
allowed Sri Sudhangshu Kumar Sen to supersede Sri 
Chandra and that the wrong supersession of Sri Kar 
tick Kumar Chandra was maintained by the Port 
authorities in promoting Shri Sen to the post of 
Lower Division Clerk from the post of Literate Jama 
dar on 1st April, 1963. The Commissioners further 
assert in pargaraph 4 ( ii ) of its written statement that 


4 . The Commissioners of the Port of Calcutta in its 
written statement referring to paragraph 38 of the 
Report of the Classification and Categorisation Com 
mittee states that recommendations of the said Com 
mittee were investigated into by the Commissioners 
of the Port of Calcutta relating two categories , Jama 
dars and had a meeting held by the Deputy Chair 
man of the Commissioners with the representative of 
the unions and also with the representatives of Na 
tional Union for Port Trust Employees, now called 
the National Union of Waterfront Workers , to discuss 
the implementation 

. . of the 
Classification and ( 

as in 
Paragraph 38 of the Report, regarding the literate 
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during the years 1951 , 1952 and 1953 a number of 6 . Neither party adduced any evidence. The case 
staff from the Health Section went on transfer to the was opened for the workman represented by the union 
Traffic Department and other departments of the by Sri Chakravorty , the Secretary of the union . In 
Commissioners on various dates and in their places parayraph 7 of the union s writien statement it is 
other staff of the Health Section were adjusted as admitted that on 15th July , 1952 Sri Sen was ap 
Literate Jamadars as and when such staff were trans pointed Literate jamadar and in paragraph 7 of the 
ferred . There are no records to show why seniority written statement the unior further adnits that Sri 
of staff was not followed while adjusting the staff Kartick Chandra was appointed Literate Jamaaar on 
as Literate Jamadars. The adjustment of Shri 24th June, 1953 . The Secretary of the union : ubmitt 
Chandra as Literate Jamadar also involved superses 

ed that the initial appointment as stated in paragraph 
sion of a number of staff senior to Snri Chandra on 3 of tne union s written statement of Sri Kartick 
the basis of first appointment. The staff adjusted as Kumar Chandra as Ratman dated from 1st Septem 
Literate Jamadars could not be confirmed as their ber, 1951 whereas the initial appointment of Sri 
confirmation depended upon the confirmation of the Sudhangsu Kumar Sen as Lascar dated from 16th 
staff transferred to other departments . Moreover, in June, 1952 but both in the same scale of pay i. e . 
the matter of confirmation of the staff in the Health grade. On that basis, the Secretary of the union 
Section the question of supersession of staff being submitted that on 15th July , 1952 when Sen was ap 
involved , the Chief Medical Officer sought the sanction pointed Literate Jamadar, Kartick Chandra was sup 
of the Chairman for confirmation of the staff . The 

erseded and that on 1st April , 1963 when both Sri 
Chairman , after getting the matter properly investi 

Sen and Sri Chandra were Literate Jamadars , Sri 
gated approved the supersession on 14th September , 

Chandra was superseded by Sri Sen when Sri Sen was 
1959 and the dates of their confirmation were stagger 

appointed as a Lower division clerk while Sri Chandra 
ed to ensure their position in the seniority list and to 

was appointed as Junior clerk . The Secretary also sub 
avoid future disputes . With regard to the union s 

mitted that having regard to the length of the ser 
statement in paragraph 5 relating to the Seniorily list 

vice Chandra , having had been appointed on 1st Sep 
dated 4th December , 1958 and the amended list , the 

tember, 1951 in the identical scale of pay with Sri 
Commissioners in paragraph 5 ( i ) of their written 

Sen , who was appointed in the same scale of pay on 
statement state that in pursuance of the recommenda 

16th June, 1952, there was first supersession 
tions of the Commissioners Special Committee which 

when 

there was the appointment of Literate Jamadar 
were approved by the Commissioners under their No . 

on 

15th July , 1952 , when instead of Sri Chandra , 
473 of the 6th Meeting held on 8th May, 1957, the 

Sri 

Sen was appointed Literate Jamadar while Chandra 
Port Administration appointed a departmental Com 
mittee 

was appointed Literate Jamadar on 24th June, 1953 
to draw up a consolidated set of Seniority 
rules , which would be applicable to all the depart 

about a year after the appointment of Sen as Literate 
ments . In paragraph 5 ( ii ) it is stated by the Com 

Jamadar . Having regard to the seniority in the 
missioners that the Committee drew up a consolidated 

identical scale of pay of Chandra with reference to 
set of rules for determining the seniority of all cate 

his length of service in the scale of pay being greater 
gories of staff in all departments . This rules were thatn that of Sri Sen , the claim of Chandra for being 
approved by the Chairman of the Commissioners and appointed as Literate Jamadar on 15th July , 1952 was 
the Chairman directed all the Heads of the Depart superseded when Sen was appointed Literate Jama 
ments that preparation of the seniority lists based on dar. As there had been supersession in disregard of 
these rules should be completed and the lists forward the seniority with reference to the length of service 
ed by the departments to the said committee together of Chandra at the time of appointment of Sen as 
with full particulars of the disputed cases as well as Literate Jamadar on 15th September, 1952, the ap 
the difficult cases in which the rules could not be pointment of Lower division clerk of Sen on 1st 
strictly applied . Under the Chairman s direction the April, 1963 in preference to Sri Chandra had simi 
committee was to examine these cases on their merits . larly affected the claim of Sri Chandra for such ap 
In the case of the Health Section of the Chief Medical 

pointment on the basis of his overall seniority with 
Officer s department, the seniority lists were prepar 

reference to his length of service even though Sen 
ed and first circulated among the members of the 

was apparently appointed as Literate Jamadar on 
staff of the section . These lists were later forwarded 

15th July , 1952, i. e . only about a year earlier before 
to the Secretary and finalised . The difficulty about 

Sri Chandra was appointed as Literate Jamadar . 
the seniority of Literate Jamadars were also resolved 

There had been denial of his right to promotion to 
on the basis of the total length of service in the grade 
of Literate Jamadars . The Commissioners Jeny the 

the post of Literate Jamadar to Sri Chandra on 15th 
contention of the union in the said paragraph that 

July , 1952 when his junior Sri Sen was appointed 
the representation containing Shri Kartick Kumar 

Literate Jamadar. That supersession continued even 
Chandra s objection was neither enquired into nor 

when there was promotion from the post of Literate 
replied to . No such objection at alleged or at all was 

Jamadar to the post of a Lower division clerk of 
received by the Commissioners from him . Only Shri Sri Sen on 1st April, 1963 in preference to Sri Chandra . 
Monoranjan Chakravarty and Sri Sachindra Nath who was promoted as a Junior clerk instead ofas a 
Banerjee , Literate Jamadars had submitted their ob Lower division clerk . The Secretary of the Union 
jections which were duly enquired into . The amended submitted that the Labour Adviser and Industrial 
seniority lists were at the relevant time shown to all Retions Officer of Kartick Kumar Chandra by 
the Literato Jamadars including Shri Kartick Kumar Sun . angsu Kumar Chandra objected against that 
Chandra The Commissioners assert that Sri Karlick senioriy list and that such objection was neither en 
Kumar Chandra at present working as Junior clerk quired into nor replied to . But it is stated in that 
cannot claim to be fixed as Lower Division clerk instead 

very paragraph 5 of the union s written statement 
of Sri Sudhangau Kumar Sen now working as Lower 

that when the union took up the case of supersession , 
division clerk since the placing of Sri Kartick Kumar 

the seniority list was amended and the amended ist 
Chandra as Junior clerk and Sri Sundhangsu Kumar 

was shown to handra . The Secretary of the union , 
Sen as Lower Division clerk are justified . 

however , did not submit as to whether any objection 

was taken either by the union or by the workman 
5 . On 18th May, 1972 the union i.e . the Calcutta Port when the amended seniority list was made and cir 
Shramik Union had addressed a letter to this tribunal Culated by the Commissioners of the Port of Calcutta . 
stating that it was sending a rejoinder in the refere 
nce. The letter with the Annexure was found not 

7 . Now , if the seniority list of 1958 was amended 
to be a rejoinder but an application for calling for 

to the knowledge of the union and the workman 
certain documents . Thus , no rejoinder was filed to 

Kartick Kumar Chandra, what was the position in 
the written statement of the Commissioners of the 
Port of Calcutta by the union . 

between Chandra and Sen in the amended seniority 
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list and when such amended seniority list was pre 
pared , circulated and shown to Kartick Chandra had 
not been stated by the union in its written state 
ment, not only in paragraph 5 of such statement but 
nowhere else in the entire written statement. But 
it is stated in paragraph 6 of the written statement 
that on 15th July , 1952 Sen was Literate Janiadar 
while in paragraph 7 of the statement it is stated 
that on 24th June, 1953 Chandra was the Literate 
Jamadar. From these two pragrapiis it appears that 
Sen was promoted to the post of Literate Jamadar 
on 15th July , 1952 whereas Chandra was promoted 
to the post of Literate Jamadar on 24th June, 1953 . 
Certainly , therefore , the seniority amongst the Lite .. 
rate Jamadars , particularly in between Sen and 
Chandra in the seniority list prepared by the Coin 
missioners of the Port of Calcutta vide Health Officer s 
letter No . HC /EST/ 9 , dated 7th November , 1958 
which was shown to Chandra on 4th December , 1958 
on circulation must have had snown Sen , appointed 
as Literate Jamadar on 15th July , 1952 , as senior to 
Chandra who was appointed Literate Jamadar on 
24th June, 1953. The Secretary of ine Union refer 
ring to paragraph 5 of the written statement salinit . 
ted that there was an objection to such seniority list 
by Chandra which was neither enquired into nor 
replied to by the Commissioners . But the Commis 
sioners in their statement of case , paragraph 5 ( ii) , 
clearly stated that no objection as alleged or at all 
was received by the Commissioners from him , mean 
ing Kartick Kumar Chandra , the workman but only 
Sri Monoranjan Chakravorty and Sri Sachindra 
Nath Banerjee, Literate Jamadars had submitted their 
objections which were duly enquired into . The 
amended seniority list were at the relevant time 
shown to all the Literate Jamadars including Sri 
Kartick Kumar Chandra . This statement of the Com 
missioners of the Port of Calcutta is borne out by 
the admission made by the Union in paragraph 5 of 
its written statement where it says, “ later when 
the union took up the case of supersession the senio 
rity list was amended and the amended list was 
shown to Sri Chandra ” . Therefore the 1958 senio 
rity list , upon objections by two Literate Jamadars 
only i. e . Monoranjan Chakravorty and Sachindra 
Nath Banerjee, was amended , as stated by the Com 
missioners of the Port of Calcutta in paragrapn 5 ( ii ) 
of its written statement, but no objection was raised 
by Kartick Chandra to the list as prepared in 1958. 
The union claims in paragraph 5 of its written state 
ment that it raised objection against the superses 
sion meaning the seniority list is prepared in 1958 
and on its objection seniority was amended and shown 
to, Chandra (paragraph 5 of union s written state 
ment) . So , seniority list of 1958 was admittedly 
ariended on objection by two literate Jamadars and 
also by the union with the knowledge of Sri Chandra 
ard the Union . 

8 . Now , from 1958 -59 nearabout five years 
clapsed i. e . since the publication of the amended 
seniority list when on 1st April, 1963 Literate Jama 
dar Sen was promoted to the post of Lower Division 
clerk in supersession , as alleged , by Sri Chandra . 
The Union stated in paragraph 9 of its statement that 
the union took up the matter of supersession of 
Chandra when Sen was appointed lower division 
clerk in preference to Chandra on 1st April, 1963 
with the Chief Medical Oliile The Chief Medical 
Officer by his letter referred to in the written state 
ment in paragraph 9 informed the union on 10th July , 
1964 that the adjustment of Jamadar and Literate 
Jamadar as lower division clerk is to be made strict 
ly in order of senit . ty . The Commissioners in para 
graph 5 ( ii) of their statement of case stated that in 
the case of the Health Section of the Chief Medical 
Officer s deparment, the seniority list were prepared 
and first circulated amongst the members of the staff 
DI the section . These lists were later forsvarded to 

The 
the Commissioners Secretary and finalised . 
difficulty about the seniority of Literate Jamadars 


was also resolved on the basis of the total length of 
service in the grade of Literate Jairadars. The 
seniority list of 1958 and amended seniority list re 
lating to Literate Jamadars as mentioned in para 
graph 5 of the Union s written statement and para 
graph 5 ( ii ) of the written statement of the Commis 
sicners for the Port of Calcutta , were prepared long 
after the appointment of Sri Sen and Sri Chandra 
as Literate Jamadar on promotion on 15th July , 1953 
and 24th June, 1953 respectively . There was an 
objection to the seniority list of the Health section 
as mentioned in paragraph 5 of the union s state 
rent and paragraph 5 ( ii ) of the Commissioners 
statement except that the objections to such ist 
were only lay two Literate Jamadars but not Sri 
Chandra and those objectors were Sri Chankravorty 
and Sri Banerjee as mentioned in paragraph 5 ( ii) 
of the written statement of the Commissioners for 
the Port of Calcutta . Both the union and the Com 
missioners of the Port of Calcutta in paragraph 5 
ård 5 ( ii ) of their respective written statements ad . 
mit that the amended list, I mean the seniority list , 
that means the list prepared in 1958 , and later or 
amended , were finalised and were shown to Si 
Chandra . I have pointed out that the union did not 
state anywhere in its written statement as to whe 
ther when Chandra saw the amended list he raised 
any objection . Therefore , having regard to law of 
pleadings the admitted position is that according to 
the seniority list of Literate Jamadars , the date of 
appointment in the post of Literate Jamadar of Sen 
was on 15h July , 1952 whereas the date of appoint 
ment of Sri Chandra was 24th June, 1953. The Com 
muissioners of the Port of Calcutta in paragraph 5 ( ii) 
of its written statement stated that the difficulty about 
the seniority of Literate Jamadars was also 
resclved on the basis of total length of service in the 
grude of Literate Jamadars . Sri G . V . Karlekar, ap 
pearing for the Commissioners of the Port of Ca ) . 
cuita , submitted that the initial appointment to the 
post of Literate Jamadars of Sri Sen and Sri Chandra . 
being on 15th July , 1952 and 24th June , 1953 respec . 
tively had to be reckoned in the matte : of promoting 
Sen and Chandra to the posts of Lower division cleri 
and Junior clerk respectively since the total length 
of service in the grade of Literate Jamadars in case 
of Sen was greater than that of Sri Chandra by near 
about a year. He further submitted that the 1958 
seniority list of Literate Jamadars and the amend . 
ed list that was finalised had never been challenged 
when shown to Sri Chandra . So , the position was 
that when on 1st April, 1963 the question of promo. 
tion of Literate Jamadars to the posts of Lower di 
vision clerks and Junior clerks arose , Sen having had 
longer period of service in the grade of Literate 
Jamadar had to be preferred being senior to Chandra , 
for appointment as a Lower division clerk while 
Chandra was adjusted in the post of a junior clerk , 
In reply , the Secretary of the Union submitted that 
at the time of promotion of Sen to the post of Liten 
raie Jamadar the Commissioners of the Port of Cal 
cutta had admitted in paragraph 1 ( ii ) of its written 
statement that there had been supersession of a 
number of staff senior to Sri Chandra on the basis 
of first appointment when adjustinent of Sri Chandra 
as Literate Jamadar had to be made in 1952, and 
that if such supersession had not also taken place in 
1952 when Sen was appointed iterate Jamadar in 
preference to Chandra , Chandra would have been 
senior as he had been appointed in the identical 
Scale of pay as that of Sen initially on 1st September, 
1351 while Sen was appointed initially on 16th June, 
1952. Sri Karlekar on behalf of the Commissioners 
in reply stated referring to paragraph 4 ( ii ) of the 
Commissioners statement to which no rejoinder had 
been filed by the union that in 1951, 1952 and 1953 a 
number of staff of the Health Section were transferr 
ed to the Traffic department and other departments 
of the Commissioners on various dates and in their 
places other staff of the Health section were adjusted 
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as Literate Jamadars as and when such stails were 
transferred and that there were no record to show 
why the seniority of staff wis not followed, while 
adjusting of staff was made as Literate Jamadars . 
But he submitted that the seniority list of Literate 
Jamadars and other staff of Health Section had been 
prepared in 1958 and that from amongst the Literate 
Jariadars and all other staff of the Health Section , 
objections to the said seniority list were invited and 
were heard and enquired into and that the final 
seniority · lists were prepared and shown to 
all members of the staff v the Healih Secu 
tion including Chandra and she union . 
The final list of seniority of Literate Jamadərs includ 
ing the names of Chandra and Sen was published and 
there had been no objection to such list till upto the 
date when the question of promoting to the post of 
lower division clerk from arzongst the Literate Jama 
dars arose on 1st April, 1963. Sri Karlekar submitter 
further that as there had been large scale transfer of 
staff from the Health Section to other Sections and 
other departments of the Port Commissioners in 1951, 
1952 and 1953, from amongst the remaining staff of 
the Port Commissioners in the Health Section appoint 
ments had to be made in the post literate Jamadars 
depending on the exigency of the situation . Accord 
ingly , in 1952 Sen was appointed Literate Jamadar, 
although there might have been some violation of the 
seniority rule in regard to the staff of Health section 
when Literate Jamadars had to be appointed for large 
scale transfer of staff from the Health sertion in those 
years . He, however , categorically submitted that if 
after the seniority list of Literate Jamadars prepared 
in 1958 that was later on amended and shown to Sri 
Chandra and other members of the staff on being 
finalised had not been objected to either by the union , 
or by Sri Chandra right upto April, 1963, when accord 
ing to the amended seniority list Chandra was junior 
to Sen in the grade of Literate Jamadars in 1st April, 
1968, the belated objection of the Union , that had chan 
dra been not superseded when Sen was appointed Lite 
rate Jamadar on 15th July . 1952 and was appointed 
as Literate Jamadar instead of Sen , Chandra would 
have been senior to Sen on 1st April, 1963 wherefor 
Chandra would have the lawful claim for appoint 
ment to the post of lower division clerk in preference 
to Sen on 1st April, 1963 . could hardly be tenable. He 
pointed out that if the seniority list finalised to the 
knowledge of the union and Chandra in 1958 - 59 was 
to be amended at present, there would he serious dis 
incation in the matter of seniority of Literate Jamadars 
Lower division clerks and junior clerks in the Health 
Section of the Commissioners of the Port of Calcutta 
and that its impact would certainly reflect on other 
sections and lower division clerks as well. There 
would be thus no finality in seniority list which had 
heen duly publisher with nintice to all concerned after 
considering the objentions to the list that was first 
prepared and objenter to be wo Literate Jamadars as 
well as by the lininn . Sri Karlekar also rointed out 
that as the seniority list stood on being finally publish 
ed after 1958 , there was no violation of seniority rule 
when the senior Literate Jamadar Sen was promoted , 
in preference to his junior Sri Chondra . Literate Jama 
dar, to the post of Lower division clerk , and Chandra 
was adjusted to the post of a junior clerk , 

9 . The Secretary of the Union submitted that on 
the date of appointment of Sri Sen to the post of 
lower division clerk the length of service of Sri Sen 
from the date of his initial appointment to the date of 
his appointment as Lower division clerk was lesser 
than that of Sri Chandra , and that on that account 
also having regard to the total length of service from 
the date of initial appointment in the same scale of 
pay of both Chandra and Sen irrespective of their 
respective appointment on promotion to the posts of 
Literate Jamadar . Chandra should have been pre 
ferred as senior to Sen since his total length of service 
on 1st April 1963 was greater than that of Sri Sen , 
Sri Karlekar , however , pointed out that the Com 
missioners assertion in paragraph 5 ( ii ) of their 
written statement reading as " The difficulty about the 


seniority of Literate Jamadar was also resolved on 
the basis of the total length of service in thn grade of 
Literate Jamadar had not been controverted by any 
rejoinder filed by the union . The Secretary of the 
Union did not object to the principle to be followed 
in the promotion of Literate Jamadars to the posts 
of Lower division clerks and Junior clerks in terms of 
the agreed list formally arrived at between the Port 
Comnissioners and the union as referred to in para 
graph 2 (b ) (i) & (ii) and the Resolution No. 1305 of 
1963. The Secretary s objection was on two counts, 
firstly , while promoting Sen to the post of Literate 
Jamadar , Chandra was superseded and , secondly , had 
that supersession been not effected Chandra would 
have been appointed Literate Jamadar on 15th July 
1952 when in terms of the agreement referred to in 
paragraph 2 ( b ) ( i ) of the Port Commissioners written 
statement, Chandra would have been appointed Lower 
division clerk on the basis of his seniority as a Lite 
rate jamadar in preference to Sri Sen . Apparently , 
having regard to the fact that the Port Commissioners 
in their statement of case submitted that in 1951 to 
1953 when large scale transfer from Health section 
were affected and Sen was appointed Literate 
jamadar there had been cases of supersession , the 
Secretary s contention regarding Sen superseding 
Chandra at the time of Sen s appointment as Literate 
Jamadar is very attractive . Sri Karlekar has, how 
ever , submitted that how Sen and Chandra were 
preferred to others in the same scale of pay when 
they were each appointed Literate Jamadar, there was 
no record therefor in the department. The Commis 
sioners for the Port of Calcutta on 9th April 1959 
(Health Officer s office ) published the seniority list of 
class III employees , filed hy the Union as an Annexure 
to its written statement and it would show that Sud 
hangsu Kumar Sen ! . . - - -- - - - at first appoint 
ment was lascar was :.: : !: on 15th Janu 
ary 1952 and was . . . rost of Literate 
Jamadar on 11th July iyo . Sacriura Nath Banerjee 
first appointed as Sweeper on 6th July 1948 was 
adjusted as Sweeper on 6th July 1948 , on a substan 
tive post as Sweeper , confirmed as Mate on 6th July 
1949, and was made Literate Jamadar on 11th Decem 
ber 1952. Moncranjan Chakravarty was appointed 
as Mathor on 10th October 1947, adjusted as Matlior 
on 10th October 1947, confirmed in the post of Mate 
on 1st December 1948 and was made Literate Jamadar 
on 11th January 1953 . Kartick Kumar Chandra , Rat 
man appointed on 1st September 1951, adjusted in 
the substantive post of Oilman on 1st September 
1952, confirmed as Oilman on 26th February , 1952, 
appointed Literate Jamadar on 24th June 1953. 
Bhuban Chandra Das, Mathor appointed on 26th 
October 1948, adjusted in the continuous service as 
Mathor on 26th October, 1948 , adiusted in the subs 
tantive post of Mathor on 26th October 1948 , subse 
quent designation Mate on promotion on 1st December 
1949, working in office as Jamadar on 10th October 
1957 confirmed on 3rd December 1958 . Bhupesh Chan 
dra Vaccinator was appointed on 15th November. 1944 , 
adjusted as a vaccinator on 15th November , 1944 in the 
substantive post, confirmed in the post on 15th Sent 
ember 1947, appointed Jamadar on 3rd December 
1 .958. So , it is clear from this seniority list, that after 
1958 list was circulated in 1958 Monoranjan Chak 
ravarty and Sachindra Nath Banerjee ga objection 
and the final seniority list was prepared on 9th April 
1959 and was shown to Chandra . Sri Karlekar s state 
ment that there had been supersession in 1952 and 
1953 when Sudhangsu Kumar Sen and Kartick K . 
Chandra were appointed Literate Jamadar on 11th 
Tuli 1952 not on 15 h July 1952 ( cide Seniority list 
Annexure to Union s written statement) , and on 
26th April 1953 respectively would appear from this 
list of 9th April 1959 filed hv the union , and the per 
sons involved were Sachindra , Monoranjan Kartick 
vis - a -vis Sen , Bhuban , Bhupash and Paresh Pande. 
Long before those persons were appointed either as a 
Jamadar or a Literate Jamudar. both being eligible in 
terms of the agreement referred to in paragraph 2 ( b ) 
( i ) and ( ii ) of the Port Commissioner s written statement 
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for appointment as a Lower division clerk or a Junior 
clerk , as the case may be, Sudhangsu Sen was 
appointed Literate Jamadar on 11th July 1952 ( see 
Seniority list 1959 ) so also Chandra on 26th April 
1953. Sri Karlekar s submission , in consonance with 
paragraph 5 ( ii ) of the Commissioner s written state 
ment to which no rejoinded was filed , that large scale 
transfers from time to time from the Health Section 
of the Port Commissioners necessitated appointment 
of Literate Jamadars on supersession from amongst 
the staff holding posts of different design . tions in the 
same scale of pay and that might have been for some 
administrative reasons, finds support from the 
amended Seniority List of 1959. The Secretary of 
the union was asked to enlighten the tribunal whether 
in case of Sudhangsu Sen s appointment as Literate 
Jamadar on 11th July 1952 by the then authority in 
the Health section in preference to all those "persons 
mentioned above who were senior to Sen , counting 
their ongth of service in the same grade from the 
date of first appointment in Health section there was 
any malafide or victimisation or unfair labour prac 
tice indulged in by the authority the then in office of 
the Health Section who was competent to appoint 
Sen as Literate Jamadar in preference to Chandra and 
others mentioned above, who were senior to him draw 
ing pay in the same scale with diverse job designa 
tions. The seniority list would show , published in 
April 1959, i.e . the final list , that in the gradation 
ladder literate Jamadar Sen was on the 51st serial 
while Sachindra N . Banerjee, Monoranjan Chakra 
varty , Nagendra N . Bhattacherjee and Kartick 
Chandra were on the serial Nos . 52, 53, 54 and 55 
respectively , so also Bhuban Chandra Das, Bhupesh 
Cha. Chakravorty , Paresh Pande on 56 , 57 and 58 
respectively . This list would show that in 1959 Lite 
rate Jamadar Sen was senior to those persons in the 
list and that was the final list as submitted by Sri 
Karlekar to which the Secretary could not make 
any contrary submission . The Secretary in his sub 
mission , however , had to admit that there is no 
pleading in the written statement filed by the Union 
that the authority that had appointed Sen , in prefer 
ence to all those persons named above, who according 
to the length of their service, dating from their initial 
appointment in the same scale as of Sen , were appa 
rently senior to Sen , had indulged in malafides against 
all those that were superseded , or that had indulged 
in unfair labour practice as against all those who 
were apparently superseded or that had indulged in 
victimisation of those that had been apparently 
superseded . There is no case in the written statement 
of the union that all those persons whose names I 
have mentioned with reference to the seniority list 
of 1959 filed by the union as an Annexure to its 
written statement had been the subjects of malafides 
of .. ! " mimi " ? howity or had been victimised other 
wise : : . authority or had been affected 
by th.. : : . . : : labour practice , while appointing 
in preference to all those persons named above in the 
seniority list, Sen as Literate Jamadar on 11th July 
1952. The union is espousing , as it appears from the 
written statement, only the case of Kartick Chandra 
but not all those who were apparently superseded , if 
regard be had to the dates of their first appointment 
of those in the Health Section in the scale of pay to 
which , from Sen to Pande, Sl. 51 to 58 of the seniority 
list of 1959, had been appointed with diverse job 
designations as in the list. 


11 . The second branch of contention of the Secre 
tary of the Union was as I have pointed out, could be 
rationally accepted if I could interfere with the 
seniority list of 1953 that remained unchallenged 
from 1959 April to August, 1971 when this reference 
1775 made regarding the case of only Kartick Kumar 
Chandra expoused by the union that had not con 
sidered the cases of apparent supersession of all those 
persons mentioned earlier with reference to the 
seniority list of 1959, filed as an Annexure by the 
union itslf . In its written statement the union did 
not challenge the correctness and bonafides in the 
naning of the amended seniority list i.e . list of 1959 . 
On the basis of the seniority list of 1959 amongst the 
Literate Jamadars promotion to the posts of Lower 
division clerks and Junior clerks nad to be made by 
the authorities of the Port Commissioners on 1st April 
1963. The Secretary of the Union did not submit 
before me that in preferring Sen as literate jamadar 
being senior to Kartick Kumar Chandra , on the basis 
of the seniority list of 1959, filed as an Annexure to 
their written statement by the union , there had been 
any violation of the seniority rule . From the written 
statement of the union also , the Secretary of the 
union could not point out that the union had pleaded 
either malafides or victimisation or unfair labour 
practice in the appointment of Sen senior to Chandra , 
as a Lower division - clerk , and appointment of Chandra 
as Junior clerk . The Secretary did not submit that 
in preferring Sen to Chandra in the appointment of 
lower division clerk , there was any violation of the 
agreement as mentioned in paragraph 2 ( b ) ( i) and 
( ii ) of the Commissioners written statement. The 
Secretary , however , submitted that in the prayer 
portion of the written statement of the union it had 
stated that in the circumstances stated in the written 
statement, the tribunal should answer the issue re 
ferred to for adjudication in favour of Sri Kartick 
Kumar Chandra and award Kartick Kumar Chandra 
the relief of promotion retrospectively by holding 
his supersession to be illegal, unjustified and mala 
fide . But nowhere any circumstance was pleaded in 
the written statement of the union , i.e . the factual 
circumstance , indicating thereby malafides or victi 
i , ation or unfair labour pracfitice in the appointing 
authority either when Sen was promoted to the post 
of Literate Jamadar on 11th July 1952, or when Sen 
was promofited to the post of lower division clerk on 
1st April 1963. Malafides, victimisation or unfair 
labour practice are matters of fact . If anybody pleads 
malafide, victimisation or unfair labour practice , 
he is to plead the facts and circumstances in 
its statement of case upon which malafide , 
etc . could be grounded . The party opposing such 
statement is either to admit or deny specifically by 
pleading the facts counteracting such malafides or 
victimisation or unfair labour practice . Thereupon , 
an issue of fact would arise as to whether urder the 
factual circumstances , as pleaded by the parties to an 
adjudication proceeding, there was either malafides 
or victimisation or unfair 

anyone 
of it, indulged in by the 

while 
the appointing authority 

amongst 
many of the same cadre to a higher cadre - post pre 
ferring that promotee to other eligibles in the lower 
cadre . Upon such an issue evidence to be adduced by 

- parties would be relevant and 
such evidence the tribunal is to find 

proved circumstances of the case , 
that there had been malafides or victimisation or un 
fair labour practice in the appointing authority while 
appointing one amongst many from the lower cadre 
post to a higher cadre post superseding the claims of 
other eligibles in the lower cadre. In that event, 
only the tribunal may have to interfere with the dis 
pute over a promotion matter. 


11 


10 . Now , if the promotion of Sen to the post of Lite 
rate Jamadar is to be interfered with by the tribunal, 
then as Sri Vadlekar submitted , the cases of all other 
persons mentioned above were required to be review 
ed , so much so that there would be a cause for an in 
dustrial unrest instead of industrial peace amongst 
all those persons mentioned above who had , on seeing 
the final seniority list. raised no objection not to 
speak of the union , for all those persons for all these 
years from 1950 1971 when the reference was 
made to this tribunal by the Central Government on 
20th August, 1971 , 


12. Now , the question arises whether on the facts in 
pleadings an issue of fact on the question of malafides 
or victimisation or unfair labour practice affecting 
Kartick Chandra in the matter of promotion of Sen 
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in preference to Chandra to the post of Literate jama 
dar and subsequently to the post of lower division 
clerk could arise merely on the mention of an word 
malafide in the prayer portion of the union s written 
statement. I am sorry , that the law would not permit 
such an issue of fact to be raised on the pleadings 
before this tribunal. So , no evidence on such an issue 
would be relevant and admissible . The Secretary 
did not dispute in his submission before me that in 
following the seniority list of Literate Jamadars 1959 
List there was any irregularity or illegality while 
Sen senior to Kartick Chandra in the seniority list of 
Literate Jamadars was appointed to the post of Lower 
division clerk . I have already pointed out that the 
Secretary of the union frst attacked the promotion of 
Sen to the post of Literate Jamadar in preference to 
Chandra and submitted that it that promotion could 
be interferred with , then Sen would have been junior 
to Chandra on 1st April 1963 having regard to the 
total length of his service in the scale of pay to which 
both were initially appointed , and that in that eyent 
Sen ought not to have been appointed lower division 
clerk in preference to Chandra . The tribunal, cannot, 
as the law stands, intertere with the seniority list of 
1959 where Sen is shown senior to Chandra as Literate 
Jamadar nor can it undo the promotion of Sen from 
the post of a Ratman to that of Literatę Jamadar a3 
there is no pleading of malafides, etc ., as I have already 
pointed out in the written statement of the union . 
Moreover, as the law stands, I cannot permit my 
self to Interfere with the seniority list of 1959, and 
cannot set aside the promotion of Sen to the post of 
Literate Jamadar and thereafter to the post of lower 
division clerk , when in the written statement of the 
union , there is no actual assertion of malafides or 
victimisation or unfair labour practice in the appoint 
ing authority while promoting Sen to the post of 
Literate Jamadar, and again to the post of lower 
division clerk respectively in preference to Chandra . 
on both the occasions. 

13 . The law is now well settled on this score . In 
the case of Mahendralal vs Hindustan Steel Limited , 
Bhilat Steel Project (by General Manager ) , and an 
other , reported in 1989 I LLJ, page 75 , their Lordships 
of the Division Bench of the Madhya Pradesh High 
Court had copiously referred to and relied on the 
dicisions of the Supreme Court of India in the case of 
Brooke Bond ( India ) (Private ) Limited , vs their work 
men , 1963 I LLJ page 256 and 1966 I LLJ, page 402 
and laid down the content and scope of jurisdiction 
of a Labour Court and an Industrial Tribunal in inter 
fering with the question of promotion of employees 
of industrial establishments . In Brooke Bond s case 
( 1963 I LLJ page 256 ) their Lordships of the Supreme 
Court laid down, " Thus, though promotion is normally 
a function of the management, if it appears to the tri 
bunal to which a dispute as to failure of the cmployer 
to promote a senior employee is referred that in 
promoting another employee in preference to the 
senior employee, the management has been actuated 
by considerations other than on merits or that the 
failure to promote the eligible person who is senior 
in service amount to an unfair labour practice , the 
tribunal would be justified in interfering with the 
order made. But in the absence of malafides , normally 
it must be left to the discretion of the management 
to decide which of the employees should be selected 
for promotion at a given time subject of course to the 
ahove formula . " In Brooke Bond s case reported in 
1966 I LLJ, page 402 , their Lordships of the Supreme 
Court observed , " Generally speaking promotion is the 
management s function ; but it may be recognised that 
there may be occasions when a tribunal may have to 
interfere with promotions made by the management 
where it is felt that the persons superseded have been 
30 supersedede on account of malafidies or victimisa 
tion . Even so , after a finding of malafide or victimisa 
tion it is not the function of the tribunal to consider 
the merits of the various employees itself and then 
decide whom to promote or whom not to promote . If 
Indiestrial tribunal finds that promotions have been 
made which are unjustified on the ground of malafides 


or victimisation , the proper course for it to take is to 
set aside the promotions and ask the management to 
consider the cases of superseded employees and decide 
for itself whom to promote, except of course the per 
son whose promotion has been set aside by the tribu 
nal” . Quoting those two observations of their Lord 
ships of the Supreme Court, Madhya Pradesh High 
Court observed at page 79 of the Report, “ The Labour 
Court, in transgression of these settled principles , tried 
to interfere with a fair and just decision of the manage 
ment. Thereby, it usurped a jurisdiction which it did 
not possess " . In that case the question of seniority 
in terms of certain circular of the Bhilai Steel Pro 
ject had to be construed by the Labour Court. The 
circular of the General Manager as quoted in page 80 
of the Report was " Seniority shall be fixed strictly in 
accordance with date of joining of an employee in a 
particular category or cadre " . In that case the Indus 
trial Court interpret that the temporary promotion 
of the employee concerned in an officiating capacity 
made on ad hoc basis would be counted in determining 
his seniority in the cadre of Section Assistants . In 
that context their Lordships of the Madhya Pradesh 
High Court observed at page 80, " The temporary pro 
motion of a person to a post in a higher cadre in an 
officiating capacity , is not tantamount to his appoint 
ment in a particular category or cadre within the 
meaning of the circular . Such a temporary appoint 
ment confers on him no right to that post. It, there 
fore , follows the appointment of the petitioner to the 
cadre or section agsistant was on 20th September , 1958 , 
when he, along with 33 other upper division clerks, 
was first promoted as section assistant, the Labour 
Court acted illegally or with material irregularity in 
not adhereing to the basic principles " . In that case 
the Labour Court misconstrued the circular and revised 
the seniority list on a wrong interpretation of the 
Circular in case of the employee who claimed that he 
had been superseded . The Madhya Pradesh High 
Court found that the Labour Court from whose deci 
sion there was revision to the Industrial Court under 
the Madhya Pradesh Industrial Relations Act disre 
garded the relevant circular of Bhilai Steel Project 
that the seniority shall be fixed strictly in accordance 
with the date of joining an employee in a particular 
cadre or category . At page 79 of the Report their 
Lordships of the Madhya Pradesh High Court observed : 
" The first question regarding jurisdiction of the Labour 
Court is Inter - linked with the second question regard 
ing the constructions of the different circulars 
. . . . . . . . . . . .Normally in dealing with dispute 
as to promotion , however , anxious indus 
trial adjudication may be, regard must always 
be had to the fact that in matters promotion 
discretion has primarily to be left to the employer . 
In that context their Lordships quoted the two deci 
sions of the Supreme Court in the two Brooke Bond 
cases from which I have extracted the relevant obser 
vationg, In Brooke Bond case reported in 1986 I LLJ 
page 402, the Supreme Court made it abundantly 
clear that supersession in a promotion case could be 
interferreed with by an Industrial tribunal only when 
there was malaAde or victimisation . After it is found 
that there has been malafides or victimisation affect 
ing the superseded employee, then the promotion of 
the promotee employee would be set aside and the 
management should be left with the direction that 
It should according to the rules in force , consider all 
the cases of eligibles for promotion to a particular 
post. In absence of pleading, and proof of malotides , 
on victimisation or unfair labour practice , or any of 
those the tribunal has no jurisdiction either to inter 
fere with the seniority list or to set aside a promotion . 
And appoint in place of the promotee, the superseded 
employee who palms that he had been superseded in 
preference to the promotee . Now , if in the case of a 
promotion , an eligible employee has been superseded 
in preterence to the promotee by the management and 
it such decision is fair and just , the tribunal cannot 
interfere with such promotion . In a recent case , B , A , 
Nigam , Petitioner vs The Registrar of High Court of 
Madhya Pradesh Jabalpur and others, reported in 
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1972 L . I.C ., Volume 5, Part 49, page 95, the Madhya 
Pradesh High Court had to deal with the case of super 
session of a Civil Judge to the post of Additional Dist 
rict and Sessions Judge. The petitioner , a Civil Judge 
in the Madhya Pradesh called in question the promo 
tion of 40 Civil Judges to the post of Additional Dist 
rict and Sessions Judges on the ground that Civil 
Judges junior to him in the cadre were promoted 
under the circumstances in which his claim 
for such promotion was not considered . 
The direction of their Lordships was 
given in paragraph 23 of the judgment at page 105 of 
The Report, The Madhya Pradesh High Court was 
Respondent No. 1 and the Madhya Pradesh Govern 
ment was Respondent No. 2 in that case . Their Lord 
ships observed , " The Respondents 1 and 2 shall be 
required to consider the claims of the petitioner for 
promotion whenever, after November 30, 1908 , the 
claims of those junior to him in the cadre of Civil 
Judges were considered for promotion . If he is found 
fit for promotion , the promotions made on those occa 
sions shall be reviewed and the petitioner shall be 
given his relative seniority in the cadre of Additional 
District and Sessions Judges on that basis. The res 
pondents 1 and 2 shall also consider what other conse 
quential benefits should be allowed to him " . So , the 
law as laid down in Brooke Bond case 1968 I LLJ 
page 402 , supra , and in Nigam s case 1972 LIC is that 
If there had been supersession in the matter of promo 
tion of Sen in preference to Chandra on the ground 
of malafides or victimisation or unfair labour practices 
operating as against Chandra while Sen was appointed 
Literate Jamadar and subsequently as Lower division 
clerk by the appointing authority , the promotion of 
Sen to ihc post of Literate Jamadar and subsequently 
to the post or Lower division clerk shall have to be set 
aside and the management shall have to be directed to 
take into consideration cases of all those persons who 
on 11th July , 1952, were eligible for promotion as 
Literate Jamadars from the scale of pay to which Sen 
and Chandra and those other were appointed , with 
diverse designations in the Health section of the Port 
Commissioners . The management shall have to be 
directed to consider that after considering the eligibi 
lity of all those on 11th July , 1952 for promotion to the 
post of Literate Jamadars , those found fit by the 
management under the Rules, should be appointed on 
and from that date . Thereafter on 1st April, 1963 
having regard to the seniority amongst the Literate 
Jamadars the management shall have to consider the 
eligibility of those amongst the Literate Jamaders fit 
under the Rules for promotion to the post of Lower 
division clerks. The tribunal cannot usurup the juri 
diction of the management. The tribunal can only 
direct the management to follow the seniorfty rule and 
review the entire case of promotion on 11th July , 1952 
of all eligibles to the post of a Literate Jamadar and 
to review all cases of those eligible for promotion on 
1st April, 1963 to the posts of Lower division clerks, 
The tribunal cannot set aside the seniority list and 
appoint on and from 11th July , 1952 Chandra as a 
Literate Jamadar and then on 1st April, 1963 as a 
Lower division clerk . This function is entirely of the 
management. But the moot question would be whether 
on the pleadings an issue could be raised regarding 
the malafides or victimisation or unfair inhour practice 
indulged in by the respective appointing authority 
while promoting Sen to the post of Literate Jamadar 
and Lower division clerk in preference to Chandra 
and not only Chandra but others as mentioned above, 
But there is not a whisder even in the written state 
ment of the union relating to the factual circumstances 
alleging either malafides or victimisotion or unfair 
labour practice or all those in the relative appointing 
authority when Sen wrs promoted to the post of Liter 
ate Jamadar and later on to the post of Lower divi 
slon clerk in preference to Chandra . Therefore, as 
laid down by the Supreme Court in the Brooke Bond 
cases from whicli i have extracted the relevant obser 
vations, this tribunal cannot, within the scope of the 
pleadings, raise an issue as that of malafides or victi 


misation or unfair labour practice as already observed 
nor can it allow the union to lead evidence on such a 
question . As there was no factual assertion of cir 
cumstance relating to malafides or victimisation or 
unfair labour practice in the union s written statement, 
the Commissioners for the Port of Calcutta in their 
written statement had no occasion for traversing any 
such fact as being not relevant to the circumstances 
stated in the written statement Aled by the union for 
the workman , I wonder how can the union espouse 
only the case of one workman when the seniority List 
of 1959 made Annexure to the Union s written state 
ment would show that in 1952 when Son was appointed 
Literate Jamadar many amongst those in the garne 
scale of pay with Sen who had entered service long 
before Son had entered as a lascar, had not been pre 
ferred to Son , when Sen was appointed Literatc Jama 
dar on Jith July , 1952. The seniority list of 1959 
also shows that Chandra superseded many senior to 
him when appointed Literate Jamadar 24th June, 1953. 
I wonder why the union espousing the case of Chandra 
had not challenged the Sen s promotion to Literate 
Janadarship as having had been affected by the 
appointing authority s malafides or victimisation or 
unfair labour practice operating as against Chandra . 
as well as against others senior to Sen on the score 
of their total length of service in the same scalc of 
pay and as such eligible for such promotion as oon 
tended by the Secretary . The Secretary of the union 
during the discussion on the point of law , and on the 
absence of plending in the union s statement of case 
on the factual circumstances relating to malafieds or 
victimisation or unfair labour practice having had 
bern indulged in by the relevant appointing authori 
ties, submitted that he would not produce any cvidence 
as the reference was pivoted only upon a case that 
Sen s appointment as Literate Jamadar und Lower 
division clerk in prefcrence to Chandra on 11th July , 
1952 and 1st April, 1963 respectively was affected by 
the appointing authority s malafide or victimisation or 
unfair labour practice operating as against Chandra 
to the benefit of Sen when the union had not pleaded 
such a case in its written statement. The Secretary , 
however , submitted that he would not question the 
law as has been laid down by their Lordships of the 
Supereme Court and Madhya Pradesh High Court. He 
also submitted that on the case as made in the written 
statement and on the submission he made before the 
tribunal, if law as laid down by the Superme Court 
and the Madhya Pradesh High Court stood in the way , 
he had nothing to complain , Thus, upon the argument 
advanced by the Secretary on the pleadings as well 
as by Sri G . V . Karlekar, and on the Annexurc, which 
I have referred to Aled along with the written state 
ment of the union , there can be no escape from the 
conclusion that as Sen s promotion to Literate Jamadar 
ship by the appointing authority was neither palafide 
nor a case of victimisation or unfair labour practice , 
this tribunal cannot set aside such promotion . The 
seniority list of 1959 that was accepted both by 
Chandra and by the union made Sen senior to Chandra 
as a Literate Jamadar. On 1st April , 1963, when senior 
Sen was appoint as u Lower division clerk , there was 
no violation of the seniority rule . There was 110 mala 
fides or victimisation or unfair labour practice when 
senior Sen was first appointed Literate Jamadar and 
then appointed Lower division clerk in preference to 
Chandra now working as junior clerk . The ground 
on which this reference has been made before this 
tribunal could have been adiudicated in favour of 
Chandra if the union had pleaded in its written state 
ment that when Sen was appointed Literate Jamadar 
in preference to Chandra, the appointing authority 
urted malafide against Chandra and / or it was a cage 
of victimisation or indulgence in unfair labour practice 
against Chandra by such authority . In regard to the 
seniority list of 1959 1. e . revised list there is no plead 
ing hv the union that when the revised geniority list 
of 1959 was finally published and accepted by all 
Literate Jamadars including Chandra in 1959, there 
was malafide or unfair Labour practice or victimisa 
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to as the principal Bye- Laws) , for clause ( 4 ), the 
following clause shall be substituted , namely : 
" ( 4 ) The Presiding Officer shall be responsible 

for preserving order at the meeting and may 
direct any member whose conduct is in his 
opinion disorderly and not conducive to the 
decorum of the meeting , to withdraw imme 
diately from the meeting . Such member shall 
do so forthwith and shall absent himself dur 

ing the remaining period of that meeting." 
3. Amendment of bye-law 14. - In bye - law 14 of the 
principal Bye- Laws, in clause ( v ) , the words and figure 
" on payment of a fee of Rs. 5 " shall be omitted . 

[ No. MII-1181 (45 ) /64. 1 

M . H . ANSARI , Dy. Secy . 
विदेश मंत्रालय 


नई दिल्ली, 8 जून , 1972 


tion against Chandra in the preparation of the seniority 
list wherefor such seniority list could be on proof of 
malafides or victimisation interferred with by the tri 
bunal upon an issue raised on that point on the union s 
making such a case in the written statement when 
the Commissioners of the Port of Calcutta could either 
deny or admit such assertion . Therefore , there is no 
case of the union before this tribunal that when Sen 
was appointed Literate Jamadar in preference to 
Chandra , the appointing authority acted malafide or 
was guilty of victimisation or unfair labour practice 
affecting Chandra nor is there any such case that whilc 
publishing the final seniority list in 1959 the authority 
that published the list that means the Secretary of 
the Commissioners of the Port of Calcutta in 1959, 
acted malaflde or indulged in victimisation or unfair 
labuor practice affecting Chandra. There is no casc 
that while appointing Literate Jamadar Sen senior to 
Chandra as appearing in the Seniority list of 1959, HS 
Lower division clerk on 1st April, 1963, the appointing 
authority acted malafide or was guilty of victimisation 
or unfair labour practice as against Chandra So, the 
reference as now appearing for adjudication before 
this tribunal cannot be answered in favour of the 
workman whosc case is being espoused by the union . 
___ 14 . In the circumstances reviewed above, the tribu 
nal holds that the appointing authority was justificd 
in promoting Sri Sen to the post of Litrate Jamadar 
on 11th July, 1952 and thereafter in promoting Sri 
Sen to the post of Lower Division clerk on 1st April. 
1963 superseding on both Occasions the alleged claim 
of the workman Chandra , junior to Son in the seniority 
list of 1959 relating to Literate Jamadar . The promo 
tion of Sri Sen on both occasions being just and fair 
cannot be interfered with by this Tribunal. 

In the result the reference is rejected . 
This is my award . 

( Sd. ) S . N . BAGCHI 

Presiding Officcr . 
Dated , the 2nd August, 1972. 

__ [ No. L. 32014/ 2 / 71 - P & D .] 
V . SANKARALINGAM , Under Secy . 


एस० प्रो02 15 हज समिति उपनियम , 1966 में संशोधन 
करने के लिए हज समिति अधिनियम , 1959 ( 1959 का 51 ) 
की धाग 18 की उपधारा ( 1 ) के अंतर्गत हज समिति , बम्बई 
द्वारा बनाए गए और उक्त धारा की उपधारा ( 2 ) के अंतर्गत 
केन्द्र सरकार द्वारा पुष्ट निम्नलिखित उपनियम इसके द्वारा प्रकाशित 
किए जा रहे हैं जैसा कि उक्त धारा की उपधारा ( 3 ) में अपेक्षित 
है , यथा :-- - 

1. लघु शोषक : इन उपनियमो को हज समिति ( संशोधन ) 
उपनियम , 1972 की संज्ञा दी जाएगी । 

2. उप नियम 5 का संशोधन : हज समिति उपनियम , 
1966 ( जिनका उल्लेख इसके बाद मुख्य उपनियम कहकर किया 
गया है ) में धाग ( 4 ) के स्थान पर निम्नलिखित धारा रखी जाए 
गी , यथा : 
“ ( 4 ) बैठक में व्यवस्था बनाए रखने की जिम्मेदारी 

संचालन अधिकारी पर होगी और उसकी समझ 
में जिस किसी सदस्य का आचरण अनुचित और 
बैठक की शालीनता के प्रतिकूल होगा उसे 
यह बैठक में तुरंत चले जाने को कह सकता है । 
सम्बद्ध अधिकारी तत्काल उसकी आज्ञा का पालन 

करेगा और फिर उस बैठक से अनुपस्थित रहेगा। " 
3. उपनियम 14 में संशोधन : मुख्य उपनियमों के उपनियम 
14 की धारा (पांच ) में " शुल्क के 5 रुपए देने पर " शब्द और अंक 
हटा दिए जायेंगे । 

[ संख्या एम० - दो - 1181 ( 45 )/ 64] 

एम० एच० अन्सारी , उप सचिव । 


MINISTRY OF EXTEKNAL AFFAIRS 


New Delhi, the 8th June 1972 


8 , 0 , 2415 . — The following bye-lawg made by the Haj 
Committee , Bombay, under sub -section ( 1 ) of section 
18 of the Haj Committce Act, 1959 (51 of 1959 ) to 
amend the Haj Committee Bye - Laws, 1966 , and con 
Armed by the Central Government under sub -section 
( 2 ) of that section , are hereby published as requircil 
by sub -section ( 3 ) thereof namely : 
____ 1. Short title.---These bye-laws may be called the 
Haj Committee ( Amendment) Bye- Laws, 1972. 

2 . Amendment of bye - law 5 . - In bye - law 5 of the 
Haj Committee Bye- Laws , 1966 ( hereinafter referred 
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